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Current Topics. 
Denaturalization. 

Tae GOVERNMENT Bill dealing with denaturalization, which 
we discussed at some length on its introduction (ante, p, 542), 
was read a second time last week. It has just passed through 
the Committee stage, and has been considerably amended. It 
will be convenient to deal with the amendments when the Bill 
has been read a third time, which it will be, we anticipate, 
very shortly. 

Mr: Garrett on Officialism. 

In nis address at the meeting of the Law Society last week, 
Mr. GarrRETT dealt with a number of points of current interest, 
and such points, sufficiently plentiful at all times, are 
specially so now. On one side the law is a technical matter 
which is the peculiar province of lawyers; but it has so wide 
an outlook on public life, that it is not easy to say where 
the lawyer’s province ends and that of the politician begins— 
a reason, perhaps, for the general prevalence in modern States 
of the lawyer-politician. ‘‘ Officialism ’’ was a subject of fre- 
quent discussion in pre-war days, and lawyers as a whole did 
what was possible to keep it within check. But officialism, 
which is but a step towards Socialism—and ‘‘ thin partitions 
do their bounds divide ’’—has now come upon us like a flood, 
and we have the socialistic State in being. Whether it has 
come to stay, or whether after the war we shall get back to 
individual liberty and individual effort, it would be rash to 
predict. A system which is necessary temporarily will, says 
Mr. Garrett, have a tendency to become permanent unless 
carefully watched ; and in his view it is the special business of 
the profession to watch it, and to keep the public informed of 
any attempts or tendencies which may manifest themselves 
towards the perpetuation of a thraldom entirely foreign 
to our national character and traditions. Of course, while 
the popular mood remains as at present, there is nothing to be 
done. Volenti non ‘fit injuria, as Dr. D1nio0Nn, intruding into 
the lawyer’s domain, says in his article on ‘‘ The War Mirage ”’ 
in the current Fortnightly; and whether we look at the waste- 
fulnessof expenditure—due, we gather,to ‘‘innocent maidens’”’ 
who do not know the difference between debit and credit; we 
prefer Truth’s phrase to Mr. Bowtes’ “‘ flapper finance ’’—or 
at the restrictions of Defence of the Realm Regulations of 











questionable expediency, and, with persons of integrity suffer- 
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ing imprisonment under them, of still more questionable con- 
stitutional justification, we shall all welcome a return to normal 
conditions. Lawyers, says Mr. Garnett, have always been 
foremost among the protectors of popular liberty. ‘‘ Let them 
maintain that character in the times that are before us.”’ 


The Admission of Women. 

For Mr. Garrett's remarks on the present position of his 
proposal for a Ministry of Justice, and on the question of war 
increase in solicitors’ remuneration, we must refer to the 
report of his address elsewhere. Increases have already keen 
made by Rules in the Supreme Court and the County Courts, 
and this week we print corresponding rules in Bankruptcy and 
Winding-up. Against any increase in conveyancing costs there 
are reasons which seem to the Council of the Law Society, 
and probably are, sufficient. The main interest in Mr. 
GaRRETT’sS address attaches to his remarks on the admission 
of women, and on this subject he took the line which a man 
speaking with a sense of responsibility and on his own account 
was almost sure to take. We have on several occasions ex- 
pressed the same view in these columns. It appears that the 
majority of the Council are opposed to the change, though 
their opposition does not profess to be based on principle, but 
on the inexpediency of deciding the question while so 
many of the younger members of the profession are away. 
But the question is a public rather than a_ professional 
one, and the march of events will not be brought to a halt be- 
cause of present conditions. Many of us may prefer the world 
as it used to be, but every generation has its own troubles over 
changing circumstances. We believe Ruskin went to Coniston 
because ordinary English life had become intolerable, and that 
was in Victorian times. Probably before many years are over 
some place further than Coniston will be necessary for pro- 
tection against the coming results of science—the ubiquitous 
aeroplane, and much élse. But conditions have to be accepted, 
and wére Portia the worst novelty to be apprehended, we 
should view the future with pleased anticipation—or at any 
rate, resignation—rather than fear. 


House of Lords ‘‘ Cases.” 

WE HAVE noticed with considerable surprise the observations 
made by the House of Lords in Clawley v. Carlton Main 
Colliery Co. (reported ante, p. 666) on the question of printing 
documents for use on appeals. Those who are familiar with 
appeals to the House of Lords know that, in addition to the 
printed ‘‘ case ’’ prepared by each party, there is an appendix 
in which all the relevant documents are also printed, and the 
result is that in many appeals ponderous volumes are sub- 
mitted for their lordships’ consideration. The relevant docu- 
ments include copies of the judgments in the Courts below, 
but in the present case the judgments of the Court of Appeal 
had been published in the Law Reports. Not unnaturally the 
parties concluded that the learned lords would have their own 
copies of these reports, and could refer to them without diffi- 
culty. Sed dis aliter visum. Their lordships were on the 
printed in a supplemental appendix, and were only placated by 
the offer of a sufficient number of copies of the monthly part 
of the Law Reports containing the report. What was to be 
done with the rest of these broken sets does not appear ; nor does 
it appear that their lordships’ attention was called to the waste 
of paper in making quite unnecessary reprints of documents. 
The case is rendered still more singular by the requirement 
that where any appeal is concerned with an Act of Parliament, 
copies of the Act must be supplied. Really, we should have 
thought that the least that could be expected of judges, whether 
of high or low degree, was that they should have thejr own 
statutes and reports ; but no doubt we are mistaken. 


The Destruction of Clients’ Papers. 
AN ESTEEMED correspondent, in a letter which we print else- 


where, raises a question to which reference has on several occa- 


sions been made in these columns—the destruction of old 





papers. As a matter of law, all drafts and papers 
for which a client has_ paid belong to the client, 
and he is entitled to have them delivered over to 
him (Lx parte Horsfall,7 B. & C. 528), and the statute 
does not begin to run against this right until the unlikely event 
of demand and refusal. So that a solicitor who destroys papers 
is subject to a possible claim on the part of the client. It has 
been suggested that the proper course is either to send the 
papers to the client, or to notify him that. unless he wishes to 
have them handed over, they will be destroyed: see 38 Soxt- 
citors’ JOURNAL, p.:+126. But this course hardly seems to 
meet stich cases as those to which our correspondent refers ; it is 
convenient for the papers to be in the solicitor’s custody, and 
it is not easy to say when all possible reason for keeping them 
isatanend. If, however, further use for papers is not anti- 
c'pated, and they are destroyed in accordance with the practice 
of the office, then, according to an opinion expressed by Sir 
GEORGE JESSEL when Master of the Rolls, such destruction 
may be regarded as proper. It would be most unreasonable, he 
is stated to have said, to expect solicitors to keep papers for an 
indefinite time (38 Sottcrrors’ Journal, p. 111). If the 
stricter practice is followed, and all papers are to be preserved, 
it may become necessary, as in our correspondent’s case, to 
warehouse ; but a preferable course would be to have facilities 
in the specialized form of a Solicitors’ Record Office. That 
such a proposal has never materialized is probably evidence 
that solicitors are willing, for the sake of convenience, to take 
a certain amount of responsibility upon themselves. The accu- 
mulation of years will ultimately lead to a sorting out and 
destruction of papers which are obviously useless; but in this 
matter the practitioner will, we think, be wise to act on the 
side of mercy, and give’a dusty but doubtful bundle the 
benefit of the doubt. We have heard of these periodical 
clearances leading to interesting information as to the history 
of former partners. 


Young v, Grote. 

THE VICISSITUDES of some old and well-known cases are 
very remarkable. They are from time to time considered and 
distinguished, approved and disapproved, until finally over- 
ruled or established by the House of Lords; though it is per- 
haps not quite correct to say ‘‘ finally,’’ since some cases have 
been known tobe resuscitated even when supposed to be finally 
disposed of by the ultimate Court of Appeal. A striking in- 
stance of such much discussed. cases is the decision in Young 
v. Grote (1827, 4 Bing. 253), as to which there has been an 
extraordinary amount of controversy ranging over a period of 
ninety years. It will be remembered that the short point 
decided in that case was that, where the customer of a bank 


| draws a cheque so negligently as to enable a third person to 


| the loss. 


a 


i 


commit a forgery, the customer and not the bank must bear 
It has been doubted whether this decision of the 
Court of Common Pleas was correctly given, but assuming 
that it was, a further question has been repeatedly raised as to 
what was the precise ground on which the decision rested. 


; ; | The grounds of the decision were not so clearly stated as they 
point of adjourning the appeal to enable the judgments to be , . 


might have been, and the case has been discussed, distinguished 
and abused ad nauseam ever since. It was supposed to have 
been overruled by the decision in the Colonial Bank of Aus- 
tralasia v. Marshall (1906, A. C. 559); but we see no sufficient 
reason for taking that view. Indeed, we are inclined to think 
that, apart from the case to be presently mentioned, Fowng v. 
Grote remains very much where it was ninety years ago, and 
that it is, as recently stated, still open to the House of Lords 
to adopt or reject the ruling of Lord Cranworta in Orr v. 
Union Bank of Scotland (1854, 1 Macq. 513, 523), and of Lord 
SHanp in Scholfield v. Londeshorough (1896, A. C. 514), that 
a customer must use due Gare in drawing cheques. That was 
the position of affairs until recently London Jo‘nt Stock Bank 
v. Macmillan & Arthur (reported ante, p. 650) came to be 
decided. The facts in that case, which we have already shortly 
noticed (ante, p. 630), were very similar to those in Young v. 
Grote, and the House of Lords held that the loss must fall on 
the customer, the Lord Chancellor remarking that Young v. 
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(rote was sound in principle, was supported by authority, and 
was good law. In view of this decision, can it any longer be 
said that the duty of the customer to use due care is nowhere 
recognized by English law? We should have thought not, but, 
having regard to the extraordinary vitality of the controversy, 
we doubt very much whether we have heard the last of Young 
v. Grote. 


Decorum in Courts of Justice. 

In a recent issue of the Spectator (29th June), a correspon- 
dent cited 2. v. Davison (4 B. & Ald. 329), and the fines there 
imposed on the defendant for his conduct in his defence, as an 
example of the course which ought to have been followed by 
Dakine, J., in the Billing case, and in a letter in last week’s 
issue Mr. E. T. Harcraves questions whether the views ex- 
pressed in 2. v. Dav’son can now be regarded as good law, 
though naturally he is ‘‘ entirely in favour of decorum in courts 
of justice.’ On reference to #. v. Davison it will be found 
to be quite an interesting case, both for the general principles 
laid down and for the particular application of them. The 
general principles are that it is contempt of court (1) to make 
an attack on the judge; (2) to attack the truths of Christianity ; 
and (3) to calumniate absent parties ; and for any such contempt 
a fine can be inflicted. This is for the purpose of keeping the 
proceedings within the bounds of decency and decorum. The 
opposite principle to be considered is that a party must not, be 
hindered and terrorized in the free conduct of his case. In 
Rk. v. Davison the defendant was indicted for the publication 
of a blasphemous libel, and in his defence he is reported to 
have made “‘ several offensive observations against the Chris- 
tian religion, and derogatory to the character of persons who 
were not present in court to defend themselves.’’ In answer to 
the threat of restraint by the judge, he said: ‘‘ My lord, it you 
have your dungeon ready, I will give you the key,’’ and was 
promptly fined £20; a fine which Mr. Harcraves approves, 
since the ‘‘ remark was cheek and nothing else ’’; though we 
imagine a wise judge would have passed it over. Then the 
defendant made some observations on Scriptural traditions 
which brought down a fine of £40. But this was before 
‘* Essays and Reviews,’’ and the deciston of the House of Lords 
in Bowman v. The Secular Society (61 Soticttors’ JOURNAL, 
478; 1917, A. C. 406). And finally he said: ‘‘ The bishops 
generally are sceptics,’’ which resulted in another £40. This 
apparently was the calumny on absent persons. The Queen’s 
Bench, on a motion for a new trial on the ground that the de- 
fendant had been intimidated in his defence, upheld the trial 
judge, Best, J., but he was himself a member of the Court, 
and in his judgment said that the defendant submitted himself, 
and he took off the fines. As to the principles, we imagine 
thére is no question. Order and decorum must be maintained. 
And as to their application, the reader can judge for himself. 
The bishops seem to have survived Mr. DAVISON’S sarcasm, as 
they have survived much else, and at the present time it would 
not seem to bea matter calling for judicial interference. And 
we think no great harm will result from the unchecked ‘‘ forty- 
seven thousand ”’ in the Billing case, which at the time was a 
passing wonderment—an unsubstantial fancy, and known to 
be such—and is now a “‘ back number.”’ 


Liability to Super-Tax. 

Wuat appears to be a rather simple point came before Mr. 
Justice SANKEY in Samuel v. Commissioners of Inland Revenue 
(W. N. 1918, p. 245); but these apparently simple points are 
generally much more obvious after the decision of the+Court 
than they were to the lawyer who had to advise without: the 
benefit of knowing the arguments and ultimate decision. The 
plaintiff had been assessed for super-tax under section 66 of the 
Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910, on the footing that his income 
for this purpose included the income tax paid for him on divi- 
dends, free of tax, received from an investment. Of course, 
under section 54 of the Income Tax Act, 1842, a company 1s 
bound to pay out of the profits available for distribution the 
income tax due on behalf of its shareholder. And in a case 
of twelve years ago, arising out of the special Act of a gas 








company, Ashton Gas Co. v. A. G. (1906, A. C. 10), it was held 
that the true dividend in such a case is not the sum paid to the 
shareholders, but that sum plus the tax paid, In other words, 
to quote the algebraical illustration used by Mr. Justice 
SankEy to make the matter clear, if x is the amount of tite 
tax-free cheque sent the shareholder, andy is the amount of 
the cheque for taxes sent to the surveyor of taxes, ‘then the 
true dividend is « + y. This is obvious enough where the 
company simply deducts the tax paid from the dividend de- 
clared. In the actual case, however, the company had decided 
to pay a tax-free divideud, and it was suggested that 
in such a case the dividend, for the purposes of section 54 
of the Income Tax Act, is the dividend which the company 
has declared and proposes to pay; the tax being, it’ was 
argued, merely a gift to the shareholder, or, at any rate, a 
payment which does not concern him. That view, however, is 
not really tenable on any conceivable grounds of logic, or book- 
keeping, or common sense. The shareholder in effect receives 
dividend plus tax, the former into his own pocket, the other 
in the form of a payment made on his behalf by his statutory 
agent, the company. So Mr. Justice Sankey held, and the 
reasoning certainly seems conclusive, 


The Late Lord Parker. 


We have heard with great regret of the death of Lord 
PARKER OF WADDINGTON. His judicial career, which was one 
of high distinction, dates only from 1906, and in the ordinary 
course it might have been expected that he would still have 
many years on the Bench. But this was not to be. He 
had for some time been in failing health, and he died suddenly 
on Friday, the 12th inst., at his home at Haslemere. 

The judicial Bench is perhaps evenly divided between men 
of university fame and those who have made their way without 
this hall-mark of distinction. Rospert JoHN PARKER was in 
the former class. He took a high place in the Classical Tripos 
at Cambridge in 1880, and obtained a fellowship at King’s 
College. In 1883 he was called to the Bar at Lincoln’s Inn, 
and had the good fortune to become a pupil of Mr. INGLE 
Joyce. Partly through this connection, and partly through 
the estimate that was justly formed of his legal abilities—for, 
like many others who have had conspicuous success at the Bar, 
he was without business influence—he rapidly attained a large 
practice. In 1886 Joyce became Attorney-General’s devil, 
and both in his official work and&his private practice he received 
invaluable assistance from PARKER, and came to leok upon him 
as indispensable. When in 1900 Mr. Joyce attained the due 
reward of a junior counsel to the Treasury, and was raised to 
the Bench, Parker followed him in his official position with, in 
six years’ time, the same result, and in 1906 he became Mr. 
Justice Parker. At the time we ventured to prophesy that 
he would step at once into the very front rank of judges of first 
instance, and the prophecy was amply fulfilled. On the Bench 
of the Chancery Division he soon made it clear that he was 
master of the judicial mode, and whether it was in the ready 
grasp of intricate details, as in the Singapore Dock case; or in 
the discussion of points of law with counsel, when he would skil- 
fully bring out the true rule after the manner of the Socratic 
dialogue: or in the tactful adjustment of litigation, 
when this was possible; or in the lucid examination and state- 
in these and other ways those 








ment of law in his judgments 
who practised before him recognized that he was more than 
justifying his appointment, and although his promotion in 
1913. on the occasion of Lord MacnaGuTen’s death, from the 
Chancery Division to the House of Lords was unusual, it was 
not felt to be surprising. On the contrary, the profession 
recognized that judicial talents such as Mr. Justice PARKER 
had shewn would find their fitting sphere in the tribunals of 
final appeal. co 
Of the judgments which he gave in the Chancery Division, 
one of the most interesting was that in Manks v. Whiteley 
(1911, 2 Ch. 448), where he discussed the equitable doctrine of 
merger and examined the well-known and often criticized case 
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of J'oulmin vy. Steere (3 Mer. 210). 
Court of Appeal, but was restored on other grounds by the 
House of Lords: Whiteley v. Delaney (1914, A. C. 132). Of 
his recent judgments the most conspicuous are those which 
have been occasioned by the war. The Daimler Company’s 
case (1916, 2 A. C. 306), on the right of an enemy-controlled 
company, incorporated here, to sue, was technically dispesed 
of on the side issue that the action had been in fact commenced 
without authority ; but it is perhaps not incorrect to say that 
Lord Parker's judgment, in which in a series of propositions 
he formulated the principles applicable to such a company as 
a litigant, was the leading result of this appeal. And of the 
numerous Prize appeals which the war has produced, several, 
such as The Roumanian (1916, 1 A. C. 124), on the jurisdiction 
of the Prize Court over discharged cargo; and The Zamora 
(1916, 2 A. C. 77), on the extent to which Orders in Council 
are binding on the Prize Court, were delivered, and therefore, 
it is to be presumed, prepared by Lord Parker. 

We are not aware that Lord Parker ever took any part in 
public life, but quite recently, on the occasion of the League 
of Nations debate in the House of Lords, he made an important 
contribution to the discussion of this subject, and explained 
in detail a scheme which he had devised for placing it on a 
practical basis. Our readers will remember that we saw the 
importance of this scheme and gave it such publicity as our 
columns could afford. It was based upon the principle of 
securing what is practicable rather than what is theoretically 
perfect, and Lord Parker followed this up by a letter to the 
Times of 25th June, in which he pointed out the advisability 
of taking the existing alliance against Germany as the imme- 
diate starting point. His letter concluded :— 

‘* My fear has been and is that we should lose the practical advan- 
tage which we have gained by a fruitless endeavour to secure 
theoretic perfection. Let us see if we cannot give greater perma- 
nence to the existing alliance, which well might be done during the 
war, and which, if done, might have a potent influence in settling the 
terms of peace, rather than attempt something new, which, if 
possible at all, is only possible after long negotiation and discussion, 
which cannot conveniently take place as long as the war lasts.” 

Lord Parker’s scheme has only just begun to come under 
discussion, but not improbably it will be found to have con- 
stituted an important advance in a subject which, in the 
present state of international affairs, is the only one with 
promise for the future. We think with profound regret of 
the sudden termination of Lord Parker’s career, but if it was 
to be then terminated, it could hardly finish on a worthier note. 








The Development of German 


Prize Law. 


By Cuartes Henry Hvuperica, J.U.D., D.C.L., LL.D., of 
the United States Supreme Court Bar; and RicHarp 
Kina, Solicitor of the Supreme Court, London. 


V. 
CONTRABAND. 


The lists of contraband contained in the Prize Code at the 
time of its promulgation were identical with those set forth 
in the Declaration of London, arts. 21 and 24. Since that 
date the lists have been amended from time to time,1 the last 
revised lists being set forth in the Ordinance of 25th June, 
1917,2 as amended by the Ordinance of 18th January, 
1918.5 

In view of the detailed manner in which the objects declared 
contraband are set forth, the contraband lists must be given a 





iPrize Code, arts. 22 and 24, provide that the lists of contraband 
may be extended. It is immaterial how these additions are made— 
whether by statute, ordinance, or otherwise: 7'he Elsa (Barque), 
Superior Court of Prize, 13th August, 1915. 

2Published in the London (Gazette of Tth August, 1917; see 61 
Soxicrrors’ JournatL, p. 678. 


sLondon Gazette, 26th February, 1918; ante, p. 352. 


This was reversed by the | 





strict interpretation. Where there has -been a change in the 
list of contraband, the vessel is not liable unless affected with 
notice of such change. In determining this question, the 
circumstances set forth in art. 45 of the Prize Code may be 
taken into consideration, but do not announce presump- 
tions.5 — 

In determining whether particular articles are to be regarded 
as contraband, the court may take into consideration the 
existing economic conditions as indicating a probability that 
the goods are ultimately destined for the use of the enemy 
government. 

Where it is charged that the.contraband carried is in 
excess of one-half the value of the entire cargo, it is the value 
of the goods at destination, not their value in Germany, that 
determines the question.’ 

The fact that goods were consigned in small lots to retail 
dealers is important but not conclusive’ : — 

It is clear that the strictest requirements of proof must be made 
in order to overcome the presumption, because nothing is_more 
simple than the use of a non-military, but falsé name of consignee. 
It is well known that army contractors frequently purchase the 
goods required by them from retail dealers; it is furthermore not 
impossible that the retail dealers, upon receipt of the goods claimed, 
would have sold the same to the canteens of the military depdots, 
&c. It may furthermore be assumed that, in view of the general 
scarcity of food prevailing in France as in other countries, the state 
would have seized the foodstuffs upon their arrival in Bordeaux 
and would then have used the same for the army either to the ex 
clusion of or jointly with the civilian population, just as in Germany 
this is done through the Central Purchasing Agency. 

The quantity of particular goods may be an important factor 
in determining whether the same are destined for the use of 
the military forces of the enemy.? 

In general, the claimant must produce evidence shewing 
that in the ordinary course of events the goods will not. be used 


for enemy purposes.10 
Enemy DESTINATION. 


The Prize Code in the form in which it was originally pro- 
mulgated followed the Declaration of London as to the rules 
governing enemy destination of contraband. It authorized 


the commanders to regard the ship’s papers as determining the 


destination of the vessel, unless there was deviation. If, how- 
ever, the papers did not fix the destination, or permitted the 
vessel to enter an enemy port or to unload the cargo at such 
port, the commander was authorized to presume an enemy 


destination. 

By the Ordinance of 18th April, 1915," art. 33 was amended 
so as to provide that enemy destination of conditional contra- 
hand is to be presumed :— 

(a) When the goods are consigned ta an enemy authority or the 
agent of such, or‘to a dealer shewn to have supplied articles of the 
kind if question or products thereof to the armed forces or the 
administrative authorities of the enemy State. ; 

(b) When the goods are consigned to order, or the ship’s papers 
do not shew who is the consignee, or the goods are consigned to a 
person in territory belonging to or occupied by the enemy. 

(c) When the goods are destined for a fortified place of the enemy, 
or to a place serving as a base of operations or supplies of the enemy 
forces. 

Paragraph (b) ‘indicates the beginnings of the adoption of 
the doctrine of continuous voyages in the case of conditional 


contraband. 
A further extension of the doctrine is seen in the Ordinance 


of 22nd July, 1916.12 Amending art. 30, this Ordinance pro- 





4T he Storesand, Superior Court of Prize, 26th April, 1917; 7'he 
Jeanne, Hamburg Prize Court, 6th July, 1917. 

57 he Elsa (Barque), Superior Court of Prize, 13th August, 1915. 

6The Laila, Hamburg Prize Court, 4th November, 1915. 

7The Berkelstroom, Hamburg Prize Court, 6th January, 1917. 

87'he Niobe, Hamburg Prize Court, 9th March, 1917. 

9Where only small quantities.of coffee (30 sacks) were on-board, it 
is not improbable that no further export was intended from Sweden : 
The Corfiz Beck Friis, Kiet Prize Court, 23rd February, 1916. But 200 
sacks of onions were regarded as such a quantity as to raise a contrary 
presumption : Zhe Luise, Kiel Prize Court, 24th February, 1915. 

107 he Iyden, Kiel Prize Court, 15th December, 1915. 

t1Reichsgesetzblatt (1915), 227. 

12Reichsgesetzblatt (1916), 773. 
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vides that proof of the destination of absolute contraband shall 


be deemed complete, in addition to the cases set forth in the | 


article as originally adopted, in all cases where, regardless of 
the port of destination, the goods are consigned to order, or 
the ship’s papers do not shew who is the consignee, or the goods 
are consigned, directly or indirectly, to a person in territory 
belonging to or occupied by the enemy, or to a person who 
during the present war has directly or indirectly supplied con- 
traband to the territory belonging to or occupied by the enemy, 
or to the administrative authorities of the enemy State, or the 
agents of such authorities. 

Art. 33, relating to conditional contraband, as amended by 
the Ordinance of 18th April, 1915, has also been changed so as 
to conform to the provisions relating to absolute contraband. 

Through these amendments the doctrine of continuous 
voyage has received a more extended application. Under the 
old rule, contraband consigned to a neutral port to order, or to 
a munitions firm, was not subject to condemnation unless the 
evidence shewed that it had in fact an enemy destination. The 
burden of proof is now on the claimant to shew innocent 
destination.*4 

In all cases, the point is not the destination of the vessel, 
but the destination of the particular cargo. Therefore, it is 
the person who in fact is to receive the goods at the end of 
their transportation who must be shewn to be unquestionable. 

Art. 40 was amended by the Ordinance of 18th April, 1915,16 
so as to provide that a vessel shall be liable to condemnation for 
the carriage of contraband on former voyages, if she carried 
such contraband contrary to the indication of her papers. 

In the consideration of the decisions under these sections the 
changes in the law indicated above must be kept in view. 

The leading case on the question of enemy destination is The 
Maria,’ decided under the law as originally enacted :— 

The assumption of the commander of The Karlsruhe that the entire 
cargo of The Maria was destined for Belfast did not agree, it is true, 
with the facts, the larger part being destined for Dublin. The 
Judge of the Lower Court did not enter into the question whether 
Dublin, too, was a place of the kind named in art. 33 c, d, of the 
Prize Code at the time when Jie Maria was expected there; he 
declared it sufficient that the ship was to have first called at Belfast, 
to which place, at all events, those provisions of the Prize Code 
referred, and that therefore the portions of the cargo destined for 
Dublin were also first directed thither. Whether this holding should 
be concurred in need not be considered, since in the meantime an 
official declaration has Men received from the Chief of the Admiralty 
Staff, according to which, since the beginning of the war, Dublin 
also has served as a base of operations and supply for the English 
forces. Thus the legal presumption of the enemy destination of the 
goods is supported. 

It has been repeatedly decided, and therefore needs no further 
argument, that the presumptions set up in the Prize Code shall be 
given effect to in judicial decisions. It therefore need only be con- 
sidered. whether the claimant has succeeded in rebutting this pre- 
sumption. The Lower Court decided that the proofs submitted were 
insufficient, since, even if the original intention had been to sell the 
wheat to mills operating for private persons, it could not be posi- 
tively established to what use the wheat would actually have been 
put upon arrival in Belfast, and that the English Government would 
not gladly have purchased it, and at a high price, especially since 
the bill of lading was made out simply to order. This the claimant 
opposes, stating that the point is, not what would possibly have 
become of the cargo, but whether its destination was an enemy one; 
if this be not acknowledged, the proof, which is allowed in rebuttal 
of the presumption, would become an impossibility. 

This contention is not correct. It is true that, if only the wording 
of arts. 32 and 33 of the Prize Code be considered, it might appear 
ds_if all questions had to be considered as of the time of seizure. 
Conditional contraband is, according to those sections, liable to 
seizure upon proof that it is destined for the enemy forces, and such 
a destination is to be presumed when the facts stated in art. 33 are 





13In The Corfiz Beck Friis (supra), it was said that the fact that the 
claimant is engaged in the sale of war materials to the enemy is not, of 
itself, sufficient to raise the presumption that all of his business dealings 
are with the enemy. 

144Lindemann, Feindliche Bestimmung der KTiegskonterbande. 90 ef 
seq. 

The Vega, Superior Court of Prize, 17th February, 1916; The Loke, 
Kiel Prize Court, 6th October, 1915; The Artemis, Kiel Prize Court, 6th 
October and 24th November, 1915. 

16Reichsgesetzblatt (1915) 227. 

t7Hamburg Prize Court, 17th April, 1915, affirmed by Superior Court 
of Prize, 5th October, 1915. 
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given. It must not be taken from this, however, that the pre- 
sumption applies only to the time of the seizure, and that the proot 
in rebuttal is to be considered as sufficient when it is shewn that at 
the time of seizure the goods did not have an enemy destination. It 
was proper and necessary thus to express the rule in the Prize Code, 
because it is in the form of instructious to the commanders of men- 
of war, who are only called upon to take into account the facts exist- 
ing at the time of seizure. Pending the decision of the Prize Court, 
however, a certain time must naturally elapse, and, in consequence, 
the instructions can have only a corresponding application, as is 
immediately apparent when the Declaration of London is taken into 
consideration. It is impossible to admit that the Court is bound to 
leave subsequent happenings out of consideration, as, for instance, « 
sale of the cargo to the enemy forces after capture, and in ignorance 
of the same; or to consider the consignment of the cargo to a 
notorious Army contractor as innocent because it was proved that 
at the time of seizure he had not yet resold the same to the 
Government. 

Art. 33 of the Prize Code gives as the ground for the pre- 
sumption of the place of destination, the address to which the ship- 
ment was originally consigned; the content of the presumption, 
however, has nothing to do with the address, but refers to the real 
destination, the destination for the use of the enemy forces. If the 
place of destination exists, this is taken as proof of the real destina- 
tion. Proof in rebuttal, it is true, may be offered, but it is not 
sufficient to prove that at the time of seizure the aforesaid disposal 
of the goods had not yet been made; for, just as in cases in which 
the legal presumption does not come into operation, and the proof 
of the hostile destination is not confined to facts which had already 
oceurred at the time of Seizure, so the content of the presumption 


can likewise not be subject to such a restriction. Otherwise, it 
would be most easy to avoid the seizure of conditional contraband 
by abstaining from giving the goods in the first instance any but a 
purely local destination. Whether or not proof in rebuttal may be 
submitted can only depend on consideration of the facts of each 
individual case. It also depends on the kind of cargo, and how 


important under existing circumstances it might be for the armed 
forces of the State and, consequently, upon the probability that the 
enemy Government would acquire it. In the prize cases of The 
Alfred Hage, Havsoe, &c., the Court declared the presumption re- 
butted, because proof was submitted which established that the 
cargoes, consisting of pit-wood, were actually sold on the spot 
where they were required, and would there be used and consumed, 
and the Court could not but hold that the cargoes would have been 
actually used by private persons as intended. The present case is 


essentially different. The only actual fact is that at some time 
before the outbreak of the war the wheat was sold and shipped to 
an English importer. As to the rest, there were brought forward 


only assurances of the purchasers that they were not Army con- 
tractors, or anything of the sort, and that it was their intention to 
sell the wheat to mills in the neighbourhood of their branches in 
order’ to meet, their'normal requirements. This may- he taken as 
the literal truth, but it would still be absolutely uncertain where the 
wheat would in reality have gone, quite apart from the fact that, 
after all, the point is not where the corn is ground, but for whom 
and for what the flour is intended. 


(To be continued.) 





Correspondence. 


. The Destruction of Law Papers. 

[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter} 

Sir,—I have received a circular letter from Mr. Garrett inviting 
me to dispose of my old papers in the hational interest. He does 
not say whether I can do so legally, and he ignores the very 
apparent risks I take if I follow his advice. At the present time I 
am engaged in hunting up information from books and papers over 
a period covering the past thirty years, and I consider it nothing 
less than a piece of good fortune that the papers are accessible, far 
much may turn upon what they reveal. 

And I have other instances. A short time ago I was instructed 
to prepare a deed of appointment of new trustees, the old ones 
having acted for upwards of twenty years. Accounts had been 
periodically rendered and were scheduled to the deed, but points 
arose on them requiring explanation, and old papers had to be 
looked up and referred to as the only source of information. 
Affecting moneys as they did, what would have been the impression 
if they were not forthcoming? 

And again, I recently contracted to sell a property on behalf 
of mortgagees in possession. The sale was an advantageous one, 
and my ‘clients were thankful for the opportunity of seeing their 
money back. The purchaser, however, repented of his offer after 
the contract was made, and would no doubt have taken advantage 
of any excuse to avoid purchase. In preparing the abstract, im- 
portant deeds were found to be missing. They were a settlement 
and two appointments, and they entered the title because the 
property had been in mortgage to the trustees and had passed from 
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them by way of transfer. It was now feared that the chance of 
escape awaited by the purchaser might be given him. The deeds 
were searched: for in the safe and at the bank, but could not be 
found. Later, however, they were discovered with the papers 
They had been placed there as old deeds, and they were there 
because the settled property had been distributed, the trusts had 
ceased to operate, and the deeds themselves were regarded as no 
longer of interest to anybody. Under Mr. Garrett’s invitation 
these deeds would have been destroyed and my clients might have 
failed to carry through their sale. ° f 
My experience is that it is impossible to say what papers should 
be retained and what may safely’be destroyed, and the profession 
should not be expected to take the risk of the decision. We may 
not require statutory protection, but there should be something in 
the w ay of an official deliverance to which we could refer for protec- 
tion 1 at any time we were cornered. For it is not only a 
question of clients’ interests, it is a matter sometimes of clearing 
ourselves, and nothing is calculated to prejudice us.more than the 
plea that the papers have been destroyed. Moreover, unless the 
eens is general, one solicitor might have an advantage over 
r antnerdl yg preserved papers when the other had 
Ps gy am I should be very glad of permission to destroy old 
| aa fall cages [ am paying a warehouseman for taking 


having 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 
House of Lords. 


FRAZER v. BALFOUR. 
Practice—Strik1Inc our CLAIM 

ALLEGED Fause IMPRISONMENT 
TION OF CiviL CouRT 

CAN BE MAINTAINED By 








14th, 17th and 20th June. 
ACTION (CAUSE OF)—NAVAL OFFICER 

RETIREMENT OF OFFICER JURISDIC 
WHETHER ACTION AGAINST A SUPERIOR OFFICER 
PLAINTIFF RETIRED FROM THE SERVICE 

The appellant claimed damages frém the respondent on two grounds 
He alleged (1) that without lawful justification the Autoadwne had 
ordered his imprisonment in hosjntal, and (2) that by a subsequent order¢ 
the defendant had caused him to he retired from the Navy , ] 

A summons was taken out before a master, who made an order that 
the indorsement on the writ and the statement of claim should be struck 
out as tending to embarrass and de lay the fair trial of the action, and 
disclosing no reasonabli action. The judge in chambera 
affirmed the master. The Court of Appeal varied the order of the master 
so as to direct that the statement of claim should be struck out and 
judgme nt entered for the defendant. 


Held, that, as delivered, the statement of claim had rightly been struck 
out as embarrassing, but that the plaintiff shodyld have liberty to amend 
hia pleadings on both grounds £0 long as, on the ground of all ge d false 
with. the admissions he 
had made before the master, that the defendant personally knew nothing 
of him and was not actuated hy malice in what he did. ; 

Dawkins v. Rokeby (ZL. ?. 7 H. L. 744) considered and explained, 

Appeal by the plaintiff in the action, a lieutenant-commander on the 
retired list of H.M. Navy, from an order of the Court of Appeal stay- 
ing his action against the defendant on the ground that a civil action 
will not lie against a superior officer or person officially responsible for 
the injury complained of, and directing judgment to be entered for 
the defendant. The plaintiff alleged-that, on account of a paper which 
he had written on education and forwarded to the Board of Education 
and Research at the Admiralty, he was sent to hospital under’ observa 
tion for insanity, and afterwards retired. The statement of claim 
having been delivered, the defendant moved to have the action stayed, 
and the Court of Appeal ordered the statement of claim to be struck 
out and judgment entered for the defendant with costs. After con- 
sideration, 

Tue House varied the order of the Court of Appeal. 

The Lorp Cuancettor (Lord Frintay) said that the appellant, Harry 
McLeod Fraser, a lieutenant-commander on the retired list of His 
Majesty’s Navy, sought in the action to recover damages from the 
respondent upon two grounds. He said first that under an order made 
by the defendant without lawful justification, he had been kept im 
prisoned at Chatham hospital, and by 4 subsequent order the defendant 
had caused him to be retired from the Navy. In his statement of claim 
he set out that the defendant was in the month of October, 1915, First 
Lord of the Admiralty, and as such a member of the Board responsible 
for all matters undertaken with the authority of the Board, including 
all matters affecting naval personnel and matters relating to the appoint- 
ments of officers. Paragraphs 3 to 6 related to the alleged faleo im- 
prisonment, and paragraph.7 related to his retirement and to the fact 
being published in the London Gazette and other newspapers, whereby 
he alleged he had suffered damage. The statement of claim having been 
delivered, the defendant took out a summons before a master, who 


COURzE of 


imprisonment, no amendment was inconsistent 


claim should be struck out, on the ground that they tended to embarrass 
and delay the fair trial of the action. The plaintiff appealed from that 
order to Roche, J., in chambers, who affirmed it. The Court of Appeal, 
while in substance affirming the decisions below, held that the state- 
ment of claim disclosed no cause of action, either with regard to the 
alleged false imprisonment, or with regard to the retirement of the 
pas. and dismissed the.action and directed judgment with costs to 
entered for the defendant. With regard to that part of the case, they 
held that it was concluded by the principle laid down by the Court in 
a previous action brought by the plaintiff against Admiral Sir Frederick 
T. Hamilton, formerly Second Sea Lord (reported 33 T. L. R. 431, which 
purported to follow Dawkins v. Roxeby (L. R. 7 H. L. 744).. In that 
case the defendant had died before the appeal could be heard by the 
House of Lords, and the plaintiff then commenced this action against 
the First Lord. By their judgment the Court of Appeal held that an 
action would not lie against a superior official of the Army or Navy for 
maliciously causing the plaintiff to be retired from the Service, and 
therefore the question raised by the present case could not be reviewed 
by any civil court, and Dawkins vy. Rokeby (L. R. 8 Q. B. 255, 
affirmed by this House, L. R. 7 H. L. 744) was relied on for that de- 
cision. But reference to the report in the House of Lords shewed that 
the decision did not affirm the wider proposition laid down by the 
Exchequer Chamber that such questions were not cognizable in a court 
of law. The question was therefore still open, at all events in that 
House, and involving as it did constitutional questions of the utmost 
gravity, a decision upon it should only be given when all the facts of 
the case were before the House in a complete and satisfactory form. 
Therefore, their lordships could not affirm the decision of the Court 
of Appeal, so far as it finally dismissed the action, so lang as the 
decision in Dawkin’s case left open this question. While; therefore, 
this House agreed with the Court of Appeal that the statement of claim 
as delivered was embarrassing, and on that ground should be struck 
out, they did not agree with the court below that the statement of 
claim disclosed no cause of action at all. They thought that the 
plaintiff should have leave to amend, provided that, in’ so far as the 
claim related to damages for alleged false imprisonment, the amendment 
was not inconsistent with the admissions he had made before Roche. 
J., in chambers, that the defendant, personally, knew nothing about him, 
and was not actuated by any malicious feeling in what he did. There 
would be no costs to either side of the appeal to this House or below. 
Lords HatpAne, SuMNER and Parmoor agreed. The order appealed 
from was varied accordingly.—Counset, the appellant in person ; for the 
respondent, Sir F. E. Smith, A.-G., and Ricketts. Soricrrors, wW inn- 
Jones & Co.; The Treasury Solicitor. 
[Reported by Ersxrxe Rerp, Barrigter-at-Law.) 
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HOOD ». ANCHOR LINE (HENDERSON BROTHERS) (LIM ). 
7th and 10th June; Ist July. 
InsuRY—CONDITION . ON’ TICKET 


PASSENGER—PERSONAL 
FAILURE TO 


EXeMPTING SHIPOWNER FROM LIABILITY—PASSENGER’S 
Reap CoNDITION——-REASONABLE NOTICE. @ 

The appellant was a passenger on the respondents’ liner California 
from New York to Glasgow. On the voyage the ship stranded on the 
north coast of Ireland, and the passengers had to be transhipped to 
another vessel. In the course of the operation the appellant was allowed 
to fall out of a trough used to lift the passengers. He claimed £10,000 
damages, alleging that the accident was due to the negligence of the 
respondents’ servants. The defence was that by virtue of a special 
condition printed on the ticket, to which a notice printed in big type 
on the face of the ticket called attention, the liability af the company 
was limited to £10. The appellant said he had not read ‘the conditions 
on the ticket. The Lord Ordinary and the Second Division held that 
the respondents had. taken sufficient steps to give reasonable notice of 
the conditions to the passenger, and that he must be taken to have 
assented to them. The appellant appealed. 


Held, that the appellant had deliberately taken the risk of there 
heing conditions on the ticket, and could not be heard to say that he 
was not bound by them, merely because he chose to disregard the warn- 
ing printed on the face of the ticket. 

Decision of the Court of Session (reported 1916, S. C. 547, 55 Se. L. R. 
48) affirmed. . 


Appeal by the plaintiff from an order of the Second Division of the 
Court of Session affirming an interlocutor of the Lord Ordinary. The 
appellant when in New York had gone to the respondents’ office and 
made arrangements as to his cabin and collection of his luggage, and 
said he should send his clerk to pay for the ticket he desired to take 
as a passenger by one of the respondents’ liners leaving for Glasgow. 
The clerk paid the money and received in exchange a ticket enclosed 

\ which was not closed down. On the face of the en- 
velope there was a hand pointing to the following notice in — 
“Please read conditions of the enclosed contract.’’- On the face of 
the ticket there was printed ‘‘ Notice.—This ticket is issued to and 
accepted by the passenger subject to the following conditions.” One of 
the conditions was the one raised in defence to the claim for personal 
injury sustained while on the voyage, limiting the liability of the 
respondents to £10. At the foot of the ticket were the words, in 
capital letters, ‘‘ Passengers are pavficularly requested to carefully read 
the above contract.” Neither the clerk not the appellant read the 
conditions on the ticket, and it was not disputed that the appellant, as 


CARRIER 


in an envelope, 





made an order that the indorsement on the writ and the statement of 


he stated in his evidence, was unaware of the conditions on the ticket. 
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. The Scotch Courts held that the respondents had in this case done 


all that they could reasonably be expected to do in order to bring the 
conditions of the contract to the notice of the passenger, and he must 
be deemed to have assented to them, and was therefore bound by them. 
The appellant contend inter alia, that the contract to carry him 
safely was made before the ticket was issued. That the mere handing 
to him of the contract without drawing his attention to the conditions 
it contained, although the conditions were printed in legible type on 
the ticket, but which in fact he had an opportunity, but no occasion 
to read, and did not read, did not constitute a communication for his 
acceptance of the terms imposed upon him. - 


Tue Howse, after consideration, dismissed the appeal. 


Lord Fintay, C., after stating the facts, said that out of the many 
thorities bearing upon the point it was only necessary to refer to 
three : Henderson vy. Stephenson (1875, 2 R. 71), Parker v. South-Eastern 
) Railway Co. (1877, L. R. 2 C. P. D. 416), and Richardson, Spence, & 
Co. v. Rowntree (1894, A. C. 217). The first case decided that a condi- 
tion printed on the back of a ticket issued by a steamship packet com- 
pany absolving the company from liability for loss, injury or delay to 
the passenger or his luggage was not binding on a passenger who had 
not read the conditions, and had not had his attention directed to the 
conditions by anything. printed on the face of the ticket or by the carrier 
when issuing it. The second and third cases shewed that, if it was 
found that the company did what was reasonably sufficient to give 
notice of conditions printed on the back of a ticket, the person taking 
the ticket would be bound by such conditions. It was contended by 
the appellant that verbal notice should have been given, that there 
were these conditions when the ticket was issued. His lordship held 
that such a verbal notice in addition to the printed notice was un- 
necessary ; indeed, a verbal notice would be much more likely to give 
rise to doubt and dispute than a printed notice on the envelope and 
ticket itself. It was argued further that the contract was complete as 
soon as the cheque had been paid and the ticket had reached the hands 
of the appellant’s clerk, and that any knowledge subsequently acquired 
of the conditions could not vary the contract. If the contract was 
complete, subsequent notice would not vary it; but when the passenger 
or his agent got the ticket, he could examine it before accepting, and 
if he chose not to examine it when everything reasonable had been 
done to call his attention to the conditions, he accepted it as it was. 
The law was well settled, and the appeal failed. 

Viscount Hatpane.—The question was not whether the appellant 
actually knew of the condition. He had no doubt that he did not. 
The real question was whether he deliberately took the risk of there 
being conditions, in the face of a warning sufficiently conveyed to 
him that some conditions were imposed and would bind him. 

Lord DuneptIn coucurred. This was a class of case in which of citing 
of authorities there was no end, and yet it was quite possible to say 
“Hear the conclusion of the whole matter.’’ The case of Parker v. 


« London and South-Eastern Railway (supra) stereotyped the question 


which the tribunal, be it jury or judge, must put to itself when such 
question arises. 

Lord Parmoor.—The Lord Ordinary found the respondents here did 
what was reasonably sufficient to give the appellant notice of the condi- 
tions. He thought no other oapdeesion on the question of fact could 
have been come to. The appellant’s counsel argued that the onus of 
proving the appellant had assented to special conditions in the contract 
was on the aivewate. With that he agreed. But he was unable to 
agree with the further proposition that, to discharge this onus, some 
exeeptional standard of proof was required, based on the theory of the 
improbability of a passenger on an ocean-going steamer having assented 
to a contract, containing any variation of the ordinary common law. 
He agreed with the statement made by Lord Haldane on this point in 


_/Grand Trunk Railway Co. of Canada v. Robinson (1915, A. C. 740).— 


“ Counsex, for the appellant, Clive, K.C. (L. A. and D. of F.), and 
Lieutenant-Commander Macrabert (of the Scottish Bar); for the re- 
spondents, H. P. Macmillan, K.C., and Charles H. Brown (both of the 
Scottish Bar). Acrnts, William A. Crump & Son, for G. H. Robb & 
Crosbie, solicitors, Glasgow, and Macpherson & Mackay, L.S.C., Edin- 
burgh; Botterell d- Roche, for Bannatyne, Kirkwood, France, & Co., 
W. Glasgow, and Webster, Will, & Co., Edinburgh. 

[Reported by Ensxtne Rerp, Benrisher-et-Low.] 
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Court of Appeal. 

e LANCASTER AND MACNAMARA’S ARBITRATION 
AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS ACT, 1918 No. 1. 
26th June. : 

LaNDLORD AND TENANT*AGRICULTURAL HOLDING—COMPENSATION FOR 
IMPROVEMENTS—MEANING oF ‘‘Horpinc’’—INN Let witH FARM 
_Lanp anp BuitptIncs—AGRICULTURAL Hotpincs Act, 1908 (8 Eb. 7, 
G. 28), s. 48. 

Property let by a verbal agreement in one demise consisted of an inn 
and outbuildings, eighty-six acres of pastoral land, some farm buildings 
and a cottage. 

Held, not to be a“ holding ”’ within the definition contained in section 
48 of the Agricultural Holdings Act, 1908. 

Appeal from a decision of the county court judge at Burnley, raising 
an important question as to the meaning of the word ‘‘ holding” in 


AND Re 
25th and 





section 48 of the Agricultural Holdings Act, 1908. In 1896 one Lan- 
caster became tenant under a verbal agreement of the Ram Inn, Cliviger, 
near Burnley, together with eighty-six acres of pastoral land, some 
farm buildings, shippons, barns, and a cottage, at a rent of £171 per 
annum, The rateable value of the property was £144 15s., of which 
the inn accounted for £32, the other buildings for £10, and the land 
for £102 15s. The tenancy commenced as regards the land on 6th 
April, and as regards the buildings on 12th May. On 13th January, 
1915, the landlord, Macnamara, gave the tenant notice to quit at the 
expiration of the current year, and the tenant quitted the land on 6th 
April and the inn on 12th May. On 12th June he served a notice on 
the landlord claiming compensation for improvements under the Agri- 
cultural Holdings Act, 1908. The landlord declined to admit that the 
Act applied to the tenancy. At the request of the parties an arbitrator 
was appointed by the Board of Agriculture, and he set dut the facts 
in a special case stated for the opinion of the county court judge. The 
learned judge upheld the contention of the tenant, and the landlord 
appealed to the Court of Appeal under the powers contained in section 
15 (3) of the Act. 

THe Court allowed the appeal. 

SwInFEN Eapy, M.R., having stated the facts, proceeded: The 
tenant’s contention was that the lands constituted a holding within the 
Act ; the landlord’s was that it was not, as although it was a considerable 
tract of land, there was an inn, also a considerable undertaking, the 
whole being held at an entire rent. The inn was of some size, with a 
large dining-room, club room and bedrooms, and was in existence and 
fully licensed at the date of the demise. Section 48 of the Agricultural 
Holdings Act, 1908, defined a holding as being “ any parcel of land 
held by a tenant which is either wholly agricultural or wholly pastoral, 
or in part agricultural, and as to the residué pastoral ” All the 
land comprised in the demise was pastoral, but the question was whether 
the subject of the demise was ‘‘ wholly pastoral.’’ It was quite obvi- 
ous that land would include buildings upon it for most, if not all, agri- 
cultural purposes, and the farmhouse and outbuildings should be treated 
as such. But it seemed equally clear that, where there was an inn of 
considerable value, it could not be said that the premises comprised in 
the demise were ‘‘ wholly pastoral.’’ It was argued that ‘‘ wholly ”’ 
meant that every separate parcel of land, whether agricultural or 
pastoral, must be treated as a holding. But the word “ holding ’’ was 
used in the statute of all the premises comprised in a particular demise. 
Where the Act referred to a separate part of a holding, it did so in 
terms ; otherwise it spoke of ‘“‘ the holding ’’ in terms. That would be 
seen on reference to sections 1, 13, 16, 22, 26 and 27. There were 
Scottish cases to the same effect : Mackintosh v. Lord Lovat (14 Sess. 
Cas. (4th Series) 282), where a holding of thirty-two acres of land, 
including a hotel, was held not to be within the provisions of the 
similarly worded Scottish Agricultural Holdings Act. In that case the 
Lord President said he thought the definition in the Act (section 42) 
stood as much in need of interpretation as the words interpreted, but 
it was clear the Act was intended to apply to agricultural and pastoral 
subjects, and not to anything in the nature of urban or house property. 
That case was followed in Taylor v. Harl of Moray (19 Sess. Cas. (4th 
Series) 399). In his lordship’s judgment, where there was a holding 
comprising, all in one demise, substantial business premises besides the 
land, such premises did not constitute a holding within the meaning of 
the Act. The appeal must be allowed. 

Scrutron and Duxg, L.JJ., delivered judgment to the same effect.— 
Counsen, Eustace Hills; Hanbury Aggs: Soxtcrrors, Littledale & 
Lefroy, for Southern, Fullalove, & Ritchie, Burnley; W. J. & HE. H. 
Tremellen, for Roberts, Riley, Cyeeke, &} Hudson, Burnley. 4 


[Reported by H. Lanerorp Lewis, Barrister-atLaw.] 


tA 
HOSACK v. ROBINS AND OTHERS. No. 1. 1st and 2nd July. 
BANKRUPTCY—UNDISCHARGED BANKRUPT—AFTER-ACQUIRED PROPERTY— 

SHares—CHARGING ORDER OBTAINED—SALE By TRUSTEE IN BANK- 

RuPTCY—‘‘ SuBJECT TO ALL PROPER CHARGES *—VALIDITY—JUDGMENTS 

Act, 1838 (1 & 2 Vicr. c. 110), s. 14—Banxruprcy Act, 1914, (4 & 5 

Geo. 5, c. 50), s. 47. 

A charging order obtained under the Judgments Act, 1838, 8. 14, 
on the after-acquired property of a bankrupt 1s not a “‘ transaction for 
value ’’ within the definition laid down in* Cohen v. Mitchell (25 
Q. B. D. 22), and now embodied in the Bankruptcy Act, 1914, 8. 47, 
and is therefore not protected against the trustee in bankruptcy. 

Re O’Shea’s Settlement (1895, 1 Ch. 325) applied. 

Decision of Astbury, J. (ante, p. 520), reversed. 

Appeal by the defendants from a decision of Astbury, J. (reported 
ante, p. 520) on a summons to enforce a charging order against pur- 
chasers from a trustee in bankruptcy. The facts, as stated by the Master 
of the Rolls in his judgment, were as follows: One Shanks in 1894 
became bankrupt, and was still undischarged. During the bankruptcy 
he acquired 326 shares in a certain company, of which twenty-six were 
registered in his own name, and the remaining 300 in that of a nominee, 
The company had a prior lien for an unascertained amount on the 500 
shares, and it was agreed by all parties that the lien was paramount 
to all other claims. The plaintiff in 1913 obtained judgment against 


Shanks for £62 15s., the fact of his being an undischarged bankrupt . 


not having been disclosed. On 16th May, 1913, the plaintiff obtained 
a charging order nisi under the Judgments Act, 1838, on the shares, 
and on 13th June the order was made absolute. In February, 1916, the 
official receiver, as trustee in bankruptcy, intervened, aud sold all hie 
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interest in the shares, protecting himself by inserting the words ‘‘ sub- 
ject to all proper charges thereon,” and the shares were then assigned 
to the purchasers. 
order was valid and effective as against the trustee and his assignees, 
on the ground that it was a transaction for value within Cohen v. 
Mitchell (25 Q. B. D. 262), the consideration being an implied request 
for forbearance as in Glegg v. Bromley (1912, 3 K. B. 474). The de- 
fendants appealed. 


Tue Court allowed the appeal. 


Swinren Eapy, M.R., said that the learned Judge had held that the 
charge was valid, because it was obtained bond fide, and for value or its 
ew. The bond fides was not disputed, but-the question was 
whether the plaintiff's charge in the circumstances took priority over 
the rights of the trustee in bankruptcy. Under the statute at present in 
force that point was dealt with by the Bankruptcy Act, 1914, s. 47, 
but the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, applied at the date when the charging 
order was made. Section 47 of the present Act, however, was a statu- 
tory embodiment of the rule laid down im Cohen v. Mitchell 
(supra). The Act of 1883 did not contain any detailed provisions 
as to the after-acquired property of bankrupts, and the principles were 
clearly laid down by the Court in that case. Lord Esher, M.R., using 
words which had been written down and agreed on by all the Court, 
said : ‘‘ Until the trustee intervenes, all transactions by a bankrupt 
after his bankruptey with any person dealing with him bond fide and 
for value, in respect of his after-acquired property, whether with or 
without knowledge of the bankruptcy, are valid against the trustee.”’ 
The law as so laid down was embodied in the present Act. Counsel for 
the plaintiff contended that the proposition was not exhaustive; if it 
were, he conceded he could not support the judgment. The only class of 
transactions protected were those bond fide and for value. Was a process 
of that kind in lite a dealing or transaction for value? In his lord- 
ship’s opinion it was no more a dealing or transaction for value than a 
garnishee order. There was no mutual dealing between the parties, 
and he failed to see that the interest acquired by the plaintiff was in any 
way protected. It was quite clar that under section 47 of the Bank- 
ruptey Act, 1914, it would not be protected as a transaction for value. 
The cases of Ex parte Pillers (17 Ch. D. 653) and Re O’Shea’s Settle- 
ment (1895, 1 Ch. 325), both decisions under the earlier ‘Bankruptcy 
Acts, 1869 and 1883, supported that view. The result was that the 
charge could not be sustained against the trustee in bankruptcy, and 
when he sold, he sold free from it. The appeal would be allowed, and 
the summons dismissed. 

Warrincton, L.J., who observed that another question arose, one 
of fact, namely, whether the trustee limited his intervention so as not 
to interfere with the charging order, and thought it was clear from the 
correspondence that he intervened, and sold subject only to such charges 
as were valid against him, and 

Duxe, L.J., delivered judgment to the same effect.—Counset, 7'omlin, 
K.C., and Percy Wheeler; Beebee and Harold Simmons. Soticttors, 
Clowes, Hickley, &: Steward ; Sutton, Ommanney, a: Oliver. 

[Reported by H. Lanoronp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.] 


High Court—Chancery Division. 
Be LEE. TREASURY SOLICITOR v. PARROTT. 
Astbury, J. 5th July. 


Recisterep Excueqver Bonps—Post OFFICE 
Hanoine Over or Deposit Book. 


DoNATIO MORTIS CAUSA 
Issue 
The handing over by the testator of an Exchequer bond deposit book 
by way of donatio mortis causa, where in fact no Exchequer bond ex- 
isted, but the deposit book was the only document of title in existence, 
was held to be a good donatio mortis causa of the bond. 


The cases of Re Dillon (1890, 44 Ch. D. 76) and Duffield v. Elwes 
(1827, 1 Bligh N. 8. 497), the donor's legal personal representative being 
a constructive trustee for the donee to give full effect to the gift, applied, 

The case of Re Andrews (1912, 2 Ch. 394) distinguished, on the 
ground that it was a case where the stock was actually segregated, 


This was a summons by the Treasury Solicitor to determine whether 
the delivery of an Exchequer bond deposit book was sufficient to pass 
the right to the bond as a donatio mortis causa. In this case the 
testator died a widower, intestate, and without any known relations, and 
the Treasury took out administration to his estate, and the next-of-kin 
not having been ascertained, the attorney was added to represent them. 
The testator was entitled to a registered 5 per cent. Exchequer bomd-for 
£100, which he had acquired through the Post Office, aud in respect of 
which he had an Exchequer bond deposit book containing a certificate of 
Sth February, 1916, which was intituled Exchequer bond account No. 
161657, and certifying that he had. been ‘ registered as the holder of 
bonds deposited with the Post Office to the value of £100." This certi- 
ficate entitled the registered holder to delivery of a bond on demand and 
on surrender of the book, but until that deed and surrender the bond was 
not in fact made out, although interest was paid thereon; but the book 
was the only document of title in actual existence. A day or two before 
his death the testator handed over to claimant the deposit book by way 
of donatio mortis causa. Counsel for the attorney contended that the 
bond did not pass, and referred to Re Andrews (supra). Counsel for 
tae defendant, the claimant, said that in the case of Re Andrews the bond 


Astbury, J., held, on the summons, that the charging | 


actually existed, and was credited to Andrews in the Savings Bank 
investment account of the National Debt Commissioners in the Post 
Office Government Stock Register, but in this case the bond was non- 
existent, and the donor had handed over to the claimant the only docu- 


ment of title in existence. In this case the attorney is a trustee for the 
feonee) and the gift must be given effect to. He relied on Re Dillon 
supra). 

Astbury, J., after stating the facts, said : The case of Re Andrews 
(supra) is distinguishable from the present case, as in that case the Local 
Loans Stock was purchased or segregated for the benefit of the depositor, 
whereas in the present case the bond does not exist, and the Exchequer 
bond deposit book handed over by the donor is the only document of title 
in existence. There can be a good donatio mortis causa of an instru- 
ment not passing by delivery, and the donor’s executors were trustees 
for the donee for the purpose of giving effect to the gift : see Re Dillon 
(supra), following Duffield v. Elwes (supra). The case of Re Andrews, 
even if consistent with these authorities, is clearly distinguishable,. and 
the defendant, Parrott, is entitled to the bond.—CounseL, Austen- 
Cartmell ; Edward Beaumont; W. A. Jolly. Soxrtcrrors, The Treasury 
Solicitor ; Church, Adams, Prior, & Bulmer, for Arthur BE. Withy, Bath. 


[Reported by L M. May, Barrieter-at-Law.] 
COHEN. COHEN v. COHEN AND OTHERS: 
Peterson, J, 24th April; 2nd July. Las 


TRUSTEE—APPOINTMENT OF BANK as Sore Jvupicin “Truster— 
‘* PERSON ’’—REMUNERATION—JUDICIAL TRUsTEES Act, 1896 (59 & 60 
Vict. c. 35), s. 1, suB-sEctTion (1). 


Re 


A bank may be appointed a sole judicial trustee, with remuneration, 
under the section dealing with the appointment of ‘‘ a person’’ under 
the Judicial Trustees Act, 1896. . 

This was a summons asking if a bank might be appointed a 
sole judicial trustee of one of the trusts of _ the testator’s 


will, and another bank sole judicial trustee for the rest of 
the trusts of the wilk~ The testator had authorized that, upon 
the appointment of a -new trustee of his will, one of his 


sons might be appointed, but the will did not contain any other 
clause salathen to the appointment of trustees. These appointments were 
desired by all parties, and it was submitted that they could be made 
under section 1, sub-section (1) of the Judicial Trustees Act, 1896, which 
authorizes the Court to appoint in its discretion ‘‘a person ’’ to be a 
trustee as sole trustee. Counsel referred to Judicial Trustee Rules, 1896, 
particularly rule 14; J. J. Wheeler’s Judicial Trustees Act; Chitty’s 
Statutes, 6th Ed., Vol. 15, pp. 274-278 ; Hood and Challis’ ‘‘ Conveyance. 
ing Settled Land and Trustee Acts,’ 7th Ed., pp. 560-573. 


PETERSON, J., after stating the facts, said :I make an order appointing 
the National Provincial and Union Bank of England (Limited) the sole 
judicial trustee of the will, save as regards the trust legacy of £12,000, 
and the London County, Westminster and Parr’s Bank (Limited) the 
sole judicial trustee of the will, so far only as regards the said legacy, 
the present trustees of the will retiring from the trusts thereof ; and the 
order, in addition to providing for the vesting and transfer of the trust 
property and funds in and to the respective banks, and other incidental 
matters, would provide that the remuneration of each bank as such 
judicial trustee shall be in accordance with.the scale of fees set forth in 
the seventh schedule to the said order, and in the case of each: bank an 
agreed acceptance fee is to be paid out of the testator’s residuary estate, 
and an agreed rate per cent. for the withdrawal fee; and T order that 
each of the banks shall lodge its accounts as such judicial trustee as 
aforesaid in the Chambers of the Judge for audit half-yearly before the 
15th day of November and the 15th day of May in each year.—Counstt, 
Hughes, K.C., and Tanner; Owen Thomps6n ; J. Israel; R. M.-Pattigson. 
Souicitors, Letts Brothers; Bertie F. Browne; G. W. Davey, 


[Reported by L. M. ar, Barrister-at-Law.] | # 


“ee. f 4 
{ M/s lA? Af y, P 
. e | iS . eo ' els 
High Court——-King’s Bench Division. 
ADMIRALTY COMMISSIONERS ». PAGE AND_OTHERS. 
Bailhache, J. 30th May. 
SuippiInc—SaLvaceE—Tvuc—ApmiraLty Requtsitios—Hirne on GRO0ss 
, Basts—Cuance to Net Basis—DeEMisep OF VESsEL TO CROWN—SALVAGE 

AWARD—CLAIM By ADMIRALTY—SHIp “‘ BeLonGina To His Masesty ”’ 

~MeErcHANT Sutprtno Act, 1804 (57 & 58 Vicr. oc. 60), 3. 557— 

MERCHANT SHiPPInG Act, 1916 (6 & 7 Gro. 5, co. 41), s. 1. 

The Admiralty in August, 1914, requisitioned certain tugs belonging 
to the defendants, and employed them under the Admiralty Churtet 
Party known as 7.99. The terms of the hire at first were on a gross 
basis, but in September, 1916, it was changed by correspondence between 
the Admiralty and the owners to a net basis.’ In January, 1917, the 
tug rendered salvage services to a vessel, and the ownérs were awarded 
£4,500 in an arbitration. 


Held, on a claim to that sum by the Admiralty, that the owners were 
liable for it to the Admiralty, as the change from the gross to the net 
basis effected a demise of the vessel to the Admiralty, who were there- 
fore entitled to payment for salvage services, although, when the change 
was made, the ownere did not know what the effect of it would be upon 
salvage service. . 


Action tried by Bailhache, J. The defendants were owners of a tug, 
The Conqueror, which was requisitioned by the Admiralty, and. em- 
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ployed under Charter Party T.99. In September, 1916, the master 


and crew were transferred to the service of the Admiralty, and the 
terms of the charter party altered by correspondence, and the tug, 
which had previously been worked on the gross basis, was worked on 
the net basis. In 1917 The Conqueror helped to salve a vessel, and 
in an arbitration the award gave £4,500 to the owners. The Admiralty 


- claimed that this sum should be paid to them by the owners, the 


Admiralty being entitled to it, as the tug was demised to them. 


BaILHacue, J.—It becomes material to consider what was the mean- 
ing of altering the terms from the gross to the net basis. After the 
change was made the master and crew, were appointed by the Admir- 
Before, the wages and expenses of working the ship _were paid 
by the owners. If Zhe Conqueror needed repairs the owners had to 
repair; during the time of repairing she came off hire. Under the 
charter party the Admiralty had undertaken responsibility for war 
risks, but not for marine risks. Under the new arrangement there 
were many changes. The whole of the expenses were borne by the Admir- 
alty ; they paid the crew’s wages, they were responsible for all repairs 
other than ordinary wear and tear, and they undertook the whole of 
the risk, and the hire continued while the vessel was being repaired. In 
a word, the difference between the two arrangements was that the 
earlier charter was in the ordinary form of charter party, which is not 
by way of demise, and the later arrangement turned the charter party 
into one which is a charter party by demise. Under the earlier form of 
charter party thegowners had the right to salve vessels, and to receive 
the award. The legal effeét of a charter party by way of demise is 
that, if salvage services are rendered, the money awarded goes not to 
the owners, but to the charterers, who have the vessel upon time charter. 
The owners say they did not know the change would have this effect ; 
but this does not make any legal difference, as they were not misled by 
the Admiralty. It is said that some other tugs of the owners had ren- 
dered salvage services, and the Admiralty did not claim the amount 
awarded; but this was under the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, and 
under section 557 of this Act the Admiralty were unable to make 
claims for salvage services. But in August, 1916, the Merchant Ship- 
ping (Salvage) Act, 1916, was passed, which provides (sectian 1): 
‘* Where salvage services are rendered by any ship belonging to His 
Majesty, and that ship is a ship specially equipped with salvage plant, 
or is a tug, the Admiralty shall, notwithstanding anything contained in 
section 557 of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, be entitled to claim 
salvage on behalf of His Majesty for such services, and shall have 
the same rights and remedies as if the ship rendering such services did 
not belong to His Majesty.’’ It has been argued that this tug did not 
“ belong ” to His Majesty in the sense of the section. The matter was 
discussed a good deal: in The Sarpen (60 SoricitoRs’. JouRNAL, 538 ; 
1916, P. 306). That case was considered by the Court of Appeal in 
1916 but before the short Act of 1916 was passed, and the opinion of 
the judges was that, when a time charter acts as a demise, the ship 
may be rightly said to belong to the Admiralty in the meaning of the 
Merchant Shipping Act, 1894. In the present case, therefore, there is 
nothing to prevent the ordinary result which follows where there is 
a charter party by way of demise, and the amount awarded belongs 
to the Admiralty. There will be judgment for the Admiralty, and 
with costs, under the Admiralty Suits Act, 1868 (31 & 32 Vict. c. 78, s. 5), 
which makes the Admiralty liable to pay and entitled to receive costs 
as other litigants are——Counset, MacKinnon, K.C., and Dunlop, for 
the plaintiffs; R. 4. Wright, K.C., and Stuart Bevan, for the defend- 
ants. Soricrrors, The Treasury Solicitor; Thomas Cooper & Co. 


{Reported by G. H. Knorr, Barrister-at-Law.] 








-CASES. OF LAST SITTINGS. 


“King’s Bench Division. 


THOMSON. v. BIRMINGHAM MOTOR OMNIBUS CO. Div. Court. 

} 18th April. 

Locan AuTHorrry—Hackngy Carriaces—Licence—Ptyinc ror Hire 
“mm Any SrreeT’’—Omnisus Nor Piyinc ror Hire “In Any 
Srreer’’—Necesstry ror Licence—Town Potice Crauses Act, 
1847 (10 & 11 Vier. c. 89), ss. 38, 45—Town Potice Cravses Act, 
1889 (52 & 53 Vicr. c. 14), s. 3. 


By the Town Police Clauses Act, 1847, ss. 38 and 45, any carriage ply-- 


ing for hire ‘‘in any street” must he licensed by the local authority. 
The Town Police Clauses Act, 1889 (incorporated in the former Act, and 
with the Public Health Act, 1875), introduced, in section 3, the word 
“omnibus.” The effect of this (Avory, J., and Atkin, J., Darling, J., 
dissenting) was to substitute the word ‘‘omnibus”’ in section 45 of the 
earlier Act so as to read: “If the proprietor of any carriage permits 
the same to be used as an omnibus plying for hire within the prescribed 
distance, without having obtained a licence as aforesaid for such 
carriage, then he shall be liable”’ to the penalty under section 45 of the 
former Act. 

Case stated by the justices of Walsall. Information preferred by 
Chief Constable for aniawfully using an omnibus as a hackney carriag, 
standing and plying for hire within the borough. without having ob- 
tained a licence under the Town Police Clauses Acts, 1847 and 1889. 
The justices convicted, and the company appealed. The company ran 
a line of omnibuses between Birmingham and Walsall, but the latter 
corporation gave them notice that they would not be licensed after 





50th June, 1917. After that date, however, the company continued 
running as usual, except that they ceased ‘to ply for hire in any 
street’’ in Walsall~ Their omnibuses started from the company’s 
garage yard in Darwall-street, Walsall, and ran under regulations 
which protected them from a charge of plying for hire or standing 
“in any street.’ Passengers got on at the garage, and the omnibuses 
started from there, and the omnibuses ran without taking up or setting 
down passengers till the boundary of the borough was reached. The 
gates of the garage remained open, and the omnibuses standing there 
were visible from Darwall-street. The prosecutors contended that, as 
the omnibuses were standing and plying for hire within the borough, 
whether they stood and plied in the streets or not made no difference, 
inasmuch as it was not necessary for them to stand or ply for hire in 
a street to bring them within the above-mentioned Acts. By the Town 
Police Clauses Act, 1847, s. 38, ‘‘every wheeled carriage . . . used 
in standing or plying for hire in any street shall be deemed 
to be a hackney carriage within the meaning of this Act. . .’’ By 


section 45: ‘‘If the proprietor of any carriage per- 
mits the same to be used as a hackney carriage plying for hire . . . 
without having obtained a licence for such carriage or if any 


person be found driving, standing, or plying for hire with any carriage 
. +. . ” he is liable to a penalty not exceeding 40s. The Town Police 
Clauses Act, 1889 (incorporated in the Town Police Clauses Act, 1847, 
and with the Public Health Act, 1875), by section 3 provides : ‘“‘ The 
term ‘omnibus’ where used in this Act shall include every omnibus, 
char-a-banc, wagonette, brake, stage coach, and other carriage, plying 
or standing for hire by or used to carry passengers at separate fares 
to and from, or in any part of the prescribed distance; but shall not 
include any carriage starting from and previously hired for the 
particular passengers thereby carried, and any livery stable yard 
whereat horses are stabled and carriages let for hire; the said carriage 
starting from the said stable yard, and being bond fide the property 
of the occupier thereof, and not standing or plying for hire within 
the prescribed distance.” 

Dartina, J., delivered a judgment differing from the other two 
members of the Court, and holding that the apreal should be allowed. 
He said that, in order to come within section 45 it was conceded that 
the thing must be a hackney carriage. and, therefore. something plying 
for hire in a street, unless, it was said now, it should be an omnibus. 
He wis of opinion that a carriage. whether an omnibus or not, in order 
to come within the penal section 45, must come within the definition of 
hackney carriage in section 38. 

Avory, J.—The conviction was right, and the appeal should be 
dismissed. Apart from the letter of the enactment, the action of 
the defendants was plainly within the mischief of the statute, as, if 
they were right. all the bye-laws and regulations. made by the local 
authority would have no application to them. Dealing with the letter 
of the Act, he thought that the effect of the statute of 1889 was to 
substitute the word ‘‘omnibus’’ for the words ‘‘ hackney carriage ’’ in 
section 45 of the Town Police Clauses Act, 1847, so that it now reads : 
‘*If the proprietor of any carriage permits the sams to be used as an 
omnibus plying for hire within the prescribed distance without having 
obtained the licence as aforesaid for such carriage, then he shall be 
liable to a penalty’’; and it was clear the defendants did permit a 
carriage to be used as an omnibus plying for hire within the prescribed 
distance. 

ATKIN, J.. agreed that the conviction was right.—Counssx, Tomlin, 
K.C., and Bruce Thomas, for the appellants; Barrington Ward, for 
the respondent. Soricrrors, Sidney Morse; Davenport, Cunliffe, & 
Blake, for Herbert Lee, Walsall. 

[Reported by G. H. Knorr, Barrister-at-Law.] 








New Orders, &c. 
New Bankruptcy and Winding-up Rules, 


Increase in Costs. 
Lord Chancellog’s Office, 
9th July, 1918. 

Notice is hereby given, under the Rules Publication Act, 1893, and 
the Bankruptcy Act, 1914, that the Lord Chancellor, with the con- 
currence of the President of the Board of Trade, proposes to make the 
following rules for the amendment of the Bankruptcy Rules, 1915 :— 

1. The following shall be inserted in the Bankruptcy Rules, 1915, as 
Rule 103a :— 

‘*€103a. During the continuance of the present war and thereafter 
until such date as the Lord Chancellor shall appoint the total in 
any Bill of Costs of the costs and charges (as distinct from pay- 
ments) prescribed by Rule 103 and-in Part II. of the Appendix 
(including all Bills taxed pursuant to Rule 96) shall be increased in 
respect of business done after the 30th day of April, 1918, by 20 
per centum, and such increase shall, be allowed upon any taxation 
whether as between Party and Party or as between Solicitor and 
Client. 

Provided that this Rule shall not apply to the remuneration pre- 
scribed by the Solicitors Remuneration Act, 1881, or to Bills carried 
in for taxation or delivered to the client sought to be charged 
therewith or to the party chargeable therewith before this Rule 
comes ¥4* operation or to Bills then already taxed and certified or 





684 














allowed, and that it shall not affect the power of the Court to fix a 
sum to be paid in lieu of taxed costs under Rule 96 (1).” 

2. These Rules may be cited as the Bankruptcy Amendment Rules, 
1918. 

[This Rule is declared urgent within the meaning of the Rules 
Publication Act, and will come into operation on the 15th day of July, 
1918. ] 

Dated the 9th day of July, 1918. 

Copies of this Rule may be obtained at His Majesty’s Stationery Office, 
Imperial House, Kingsway, London, W.C. 2. 

Lord Chancellor's Office, 
9th July, 1918. 

Notice is hereby given, under the Rules Publication Act, 1893, and 
Section 237 of the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908, that the Lord 
Chancellor, with the concurrence of the President of the Board of Trade, 
proposes to make the following Rules for the amendment of the Com- 
panies (Winding Up) Rules, 1909 :— 

1. The following Rule shall be inserted in the Companies (Winding 
Up) Rules as Rule 184a : 


‘©1844. During-the continuance of the present war and thereafter 
until such date as the Lord Chancellor shall appoint, the total of 
any items of costs (as distinct from payments) in respect of any 
business done after the 30th day of April, 1918, if a winding-up in 
a county court shall be increased by 20 per centum, and such increase 
shall be allowed upon any taxation of costs whether as between 
Party and Party or as between Solicitor and Client. 

Provided that this Rule shall not apply to the remuneration pre- 
scribed by the Solicitors Remuneration Act, 1881, and that it shall 
not affect the power to direct payment of a sum in lieu of costs under 
Order 65 rule 23 of the Rules of the Supreme Court or the power to 
allow a fixed sum for costs under Order 65 rule 27 (38) of the said 
Rules, or a gross sum under Order 65 rule 27 (38a) of the said Rules. 

Provided also that this Rule. shall not apply to Bills of Costs 
which have at the date on which this Rule comes into operation 
already been delivered to the Official Receiver or Liquidator for 
taxation or delivered to a client sought to be chargeable therewith 
or to the person chargeable therewith or liable therefor or to bills 
then already taxed and certified or allowed. The increasg hereby 
authorized shall not affect the question whether a Bill of Costs when 
taxed is or is not less than by one-sixth part than the bill delivered, 
sent, or left.” 


2. These Rules may be cited as the Companies Act Amendment Rules, 
1918 

[This Rule is declared urgent within the meaning of the Rules 
Publication Act, and-will come into operation on the 15th day of July, 
1918.] 

Dated the 9th day of July, 1918. 

Copies of this Rule may be obtained at His Majesty’s Stationery Office, 
Imperial House, Kingsway, London, W.C. 2. 


The County Court Rules, 1918(No. 2), dated 
18th June, 1918. 


(Continued from page 671.) 


13. Amendment of notice of appeal, &c.\—The judge may at any stage 

of the proceedings allow the amendment of the notice of appeal, or make 
any other order on such terms as he may think just, to ensure the deter- 
mination on the merits of the real question in controversy between the 
yarties. 
; 14. Power to draw inferences af fact.}—The judge shalt have power 
to draw all inferences of fact which might have been drawn by the regis- 
tration officer, and to give any decision and make any order which ought 
to have been given or made by the registration officer, regard being had 
in particular to Rule 22 in the first Schedule to the Act. : 

15.. General powers.}—Subject to the special provisions of these rules, 
the court shall in relation to any appeal have all the powers attaching to 
the exercise of its ordindry jurisdiction, and the rules governing the 
practice of the court shall with the necessary modifications apply accord- 
ingly. 

16. Note to be taken of question of law raised, &c., and copy fur- 
nishid.}—At the hearing a an appeal the judge shall make a note of 
any question of law raised, and of the facts in evidence in relation thereto, 
ahd of his decision thereon, and of hhis decision on the hearing of the 
appeal: and where notice of appeal to the Court of Appeal has been 
given he shall, at the expense of any party to such appeal, furnish a 
copy of the note so taken_to such party, and shall sign such copy. 


17. Costs.}—(1) The costs of and incidental to an appeal shall be in the 
discretion of the judge. 

(2) The judge may either fix the amount of such costs, or allow them 
on such seale as he may direct, and in default of any such direction they 
shall be taxed under Column A. of the higher fom A of costs in use in 
the County Courts: and an order directing payment of any such costs 
shall be enforceable in the same manner as an order to the like effect 
made in an action. 

(3) A respondent to an appeal, other than the registration officer, shall 
not be liable or entitled to costs, unless he appears before the court in 
support of the decision of the registration officer. 

18, Order on Appeal, Form 6.}-When the judge has given judgment 
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on an ai the registrar shall as soon as conveniently may be draw up, 
seal and file an order in accordance with the decision, specifying exactly 
every alteration or‘correction to be made in the electors lists or register 
pursuant to the order; and sealed copies of the order shall be sent to 
the registration officer and to each party to the appeal. 


19. Where hearing to take place at another court.}-+Where the hearing 
of an appeal is fixed to take place at another court, the registrar of the 
court to which notice of appeal is sent shall forthwith send notice to 
the registrar of such other court that the hearing has been ordered to 
take place there; and he shall in sufficient time before the hearing trans- 
mit the papers to the registrar of the court at which the hearing is to 
take place, who shall act at the hearing for the first-mentioned registrar, 
and shall after the hearing return the papers to him with a minute of 
zs order made: and the order shall be drawn up, filed, sealed and 

oceeded on in the court to which the notice of appeal was originally 
sent in like manner as if the hearing had taken place there. 


20. Consolidation of appeals to county court, or selection of one appeal 
for hearing as test case [Act, Sched. 1, Rule 30).}-(1) Where it appears 
to the judge, from any declaration to that effect forwarded by the regis- 
tration officer to the registrar, or otherwise, that any number of cases 
decided by the registration officer in which notices of appeal have been 
given to him and (forwarded by him to the registrar, and requests for 
the entry of the appeals for hearing have been forwarded to the regis- 
trar, depend and have been decided by the registration officer on the 
same point or points of law, the judge may declaf® that such appeals 
ought to -be consolidated, or that one appeal should be selected for 
hearing in the first instance as a test case [Form 7]; and thereupon the 
following provisions shall apply. 

(2) A time and place shall be fixed for the hearing of such appeals in 
accordance with Rule 9, but one only of such appeals shall be selected 
by the judge for hearing in the first instance as a tesb case; and the 
registrar shall as soon as may be send to the parties to the selected 
appeal and all the other appeals, and to the registration officer, a notice 
according to the form in the Appendix [Form 8], informing such parties 
and the registration officer that it appears to the judge that the cases 
specified in the schedule appended to the notice depend and have been 
decided by the registration officer on the same point or points of law, 
and that the judge has directed that the selected appeal shdtt be heard 
in the first instance as a test case. The provisoes to Rule 10 shall apply 
to notices sent under this Rule. 


(5) The notice shill further request the parties to the other appeals 
to give notice to the registrar and to the opposite parties and the regis- 
tration officer, within three days from the date of the notice sent by 
the registrar, either that they consent to be bound by the decision on the 
selected appeal (without prejudice to their right of appeal to the Court 


of Appeal), or that they require the appeals to which they are parties - 


to be heard [Form 9] 


(4) Where the same person is appellant or respondent in a number of 
such appeals, it shall be sufficient for him to send separate notices to 
the respondents or appellants (other than the registration officer) in such 
appeals, and one notice only to the registrar and to the registration officer, 
with a schedule appended thereto of the appeals to which the notice 
relates [Form 10]. 


(5) In the case of any appeal in which no notice requiring such appeal 
to be heard is sent, the parties shali be deemed to consent to be bound 
by the decision on the selected appeal (without prejudice to their right 
to appeal to the Court of Appeal) ; and in any such case, after the selected 
appeal has been disposed of, an order similar to that made on the selected 
appeal shall be made without further hearing, but no costs shall be 
allowed to either side, other than the court fees and the costs of and 
incidental to the notice of appeal and the request for the entry of the 
appeal for hearing, and the notice sent by the registrar and any notice 
sett in reply thereto, and the costs of and incidental to the order. 


(6) The parties who consent or under this rule are to be deemed to 
consent to be bound iby the decision on the selected appeal, and who 
are in the same interest as the unsuccessful party to such appeal, shall 
be liable for the costs of the selected appeal in the same manner and 
to the same extent as the unsuccessful party to such appeal, and an 
order directing them to pay such costs may be made and enforced 
accordingly. 

(7) In the case of any appeal in which notice requiring the appeal to 
be heard is sent, such appeal shall be heard after the selected appeal 
is disposed of ; but a party requiring any such appeal to be heard shall 
be liable to pay costs to the opposite party, and shall not be entitled 
to receive any costs of oF in such appeal, other than the court fees and 
the costs of and incidental to the notice of appeal and the request for 
the.entry of the appeal for hearing, and the notice sent by the registrar 
and any notice sent in reply thereto, and the costs of and incidental 
to the order, unless the judge shall otherwise order. 


Al. (1) Service of notices and documents [Act, Sched. 1, Rule 34].]— 
Any notice or other document required or authorized by these Rules 
to be sent to the registration officer may be sent to him by post 
addressed to him at his office. notice or other document required 
or authorized by these Rules to ibe sent to any other person shall be 
sufficiently sent if sent by post to the address of such person as given 
by him for the purpose or appearing on the documents forwarded to 
the Court, or, if there is no such address, to his last known place of 
abode. Provided that where any such person acts by a solicitor or by 
a person nominated in writing pursuant to Rule 12, paragraph 1, sub- 
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paragraph \d), any such notice or document may be sent by post to 
such solicitor or person at the address for service given by him. 

(2) Proof of servica.J—Any such notice or document shall, unless the 
contrary be proved, be deemed to have been served at the time when 
the same would have been delivered in the ordinary course of post, and 
in proving the service thereof it shall be sufficient to prove that the 


earuy 
of the same was properly addressed and posted. 
“ to 22. Fees.J—An inclusive fee of 10s. shall be payable under Part I. 
te to of Schedule B. of the Treasury Order regulating Fees in the County 
a Courts on every appeal before the appeal is entered for hearing. 
ss to Such fee shall cover all work done by the registrar in relation to the 
ta al appeal, other than the taxation of costs where such costs are taxed 
i a under any column of the higher scale of costs, for which a fee of 2s. 6d. 
inal shall be taken under Part J. of the said Schedule B., and making copies 
poany of documents for the use of any p&rty to the appeal, for which 4d. per 
folio shall be allowed. 
ppeal Where the hearing of an appeal is to take place at another court, thé 
pears registrar of the court to which the notice of appeal is sent shall account 
regis- to the treasurer of his court for one-fourth part of the said fee of 10s. 
cases as a ge fee, and the treasurer of the court at which the hearing is 
been to take place shall allow such one-fourth part to the registrar of that 
is for court. 
. ae 23. Notice of appeal from county court to Court of Appeal.J—A 
peals person desiring to appeal to the Court of Appeal against the decision of 
i te the county court on any appeal shall give notice of his intention to 
» th appeal to the registrar, and to the registration officer and to the oppo- 
" site party, if any, according to the form in thé Appendix [Form 11], 
when the decision is given, or within five days thereafter, specifying the 
Js in grounds of appeal. 
a 24. Consolidation of appeals from county court to Court of Appeal. 
aan —(1) Where it appears to the judge that the validity of any number of 
stice decisiéns given ‘by the county court on appeals from the decisions of 
rties the registration officer depends upon the same point or pointe of law, 
om and the parties to such appeals or any of them haye given notice to 
beet _the registrar of their intention te appeal to the Court of Appeal, the 
tae udge may, whether the appeals to the county court have or have not 
aa een consolidated, declare that the appeals to the Court of Appeal ought 
ply to be consolidated ; and thereupon the following provisions shall apply. 
PP (2) In such case the judge, after making and furnishing a copy of a 
note in one of such appeals as provided by Rule 16, shall make and 
eals sign a statement according to the form in the Appendix [Form 12] that 
g1s- \ the several persons whose names and qualifications are set out in a 
by schedule to be appended to the statement were parties as appellants 
the or respondents to appeals from decisions of the registration officer given 
urt * in circumstances similar to those in the case in which the note is made, 
Wes - and that similar decisions were given on all the said appeals (the 
‘numbers of the several appeals to which the said persons respectively 
- of were parties being set opposite to their respective names in the 
to schedule), and that due notice of appeals from such decisions was given, 
Ich and that he declared that the appeals in all the said cases ought to be 
er, consolidated. : 
ice (3) And he may name [Form 12] any person interested and consenting 
to be appellant or respondent in the consolidated appeal on behalf of 
al himself and all other persons interested in like manner in the appeals 
nd ~ who consent to be parties to and to be bound by the consolidated 
cht appeal, and such person shall sign a declaration that he appeals on 
er behalf of himself and all the other persons interested as appellants 
ed whose names are written under the declaration, and agrees to~prosecute 
he the appeal, or that he agrees on behalf of himself and all the other 
nd persons interested as respondents whose names are written under the 
he declaration to appear and answer the appeal; and the names and 
ce qualifications of every party intended to be joined shall be written under 
the declaration; and the declaration so signed shall be defvered to 
the registrar, and a copy thereof shall be appended to the statement 
ve made by the judge; and every party whose name is so written shall 
he be deemed to consent to be a party to and to ‘be bound by the con- 
- solidated appeal. 
in 25. Where deputy or temporary registration officer appointed (Act, 
d 8. 12 (3, 4)].}—Where any deputy registration officer approved under 
sub-section three, or any person temporarily appointed under sub-section 
| four of section twelve of the Act performs the duties and_ exercises 
~ the powers of the registration officer in relation to the formation of the 
al register, and notice of appeal against any decision of such deputy or 
u other person is given, the provisions of these Rules as to the registra- 
: tion officer shall as regards such appeal apply to such deputy or other 
person as they apply to the registration officer as regards cases dealt 
. with by him, and references in these Rules to the registration officer 
/ shall as regards such appeal be construed as referring to such deputy or 
| other person accordingly. 


2%. Where assistant judge appointed [Act, s. 14 (6)}.}—Where an 


assistant judge appointed pursuant to sub-section six of section fourteen 

of the Act is performing any of the duties of the judge under the Act, 
references in these Rules to the court or judge shall be construed as 
referring to such assistant judge. 

27. Forms.}—(1) The forms in the Appendix to these Rules, with such 
modifications as may be necessary, shall be used for notices and orders 
‘s under these Rules. 

E (2) The registrar of any court may apply to the 


— SS 


Treasury for any 


of the said forms to be printed and supplied to him, and if the appli- 


> cation is granted may obtain such forms and supply such of the same 





as are to be used by parties to appeals, without charge, for the use of 
parties requiring the same. 

28. Non-compliance with rules or forms.}—(1) Non-compliance with 
any of these Rules or any departure from the forms in the Appendix 
shall not render any proceedings void unless the judge shall so direct, 
but such proceedings may be set aside either wholly or in part as 
irregular, or may be amended or otherwise dealt with in such manner 
and upon such terms as the judge may: think fit. 


29. Reckoning of time.J—In reckoning time for the purposes of these 
Rules Sunday, Christmas Day, Good Friday, and any bank holiday or 
day set apart as a public holiday or day of public fast, humiliation or 
thanksgiving, or any day on which the offices of the court are closed, 
shall be excluded, and where the time for doing any act or taking any 
proceeding under these Rules expires on any such day, such act or 
proceeding shall, so far as regards the time of doing or taking the same, 
be held to be duly done or taken if done or taken on the next day not 
being one of any such days. 

30. Short title.}—These Rules may be cited as the County Court 
(Registration Appeals) Rules, 1918. 


[There is an Appendix of Forms.] 


War Orders and Proclamations, &e. 


The London Gazette of 12th July contains the following :— 

1. An Order in Council, dated 12th July, making additions to the 
Statutory List under the Trading with the Enemy (Extension of Powers) 
Act, 1915, as follows :— 

Argentina, Paraguay and Uruguay (3); Bolivia (2); Brazil (5); 
Chile (6); Colombia (1); Costa Rica (2); Cuba (2); Ecuador (3); 
‘Honduras (2); Guatemala (2); Mexico (58); Morocco (1); Nether- 
lands (1); Netherlands East Indies (18); Nicaragua (1); Peru (3); 
Salvador (2); Spain (7). 

2. A Notice that Orders have been made by the Board of Trade under 
the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1916, requiring two more 
businesses to be wound up, bringing the total to 529. 

3. A Notice that Licences under the Non-Ferrous Metal Industry Act, 
1918, have been granted by the Board of Trade to certain companies, 
firms and individuals. 

4. The Public Health (Tuberculosis) Regulations, 1918, made by the 
Local Government Board, and to be in force during the war. They 
relate to returns of Medical Officers of Health. 

5. Admiralty Notices to Mariners :— 

(1) England, East Coast.—River Humber 
Pilotage, Traffic and Fishing Regulations. 

(2) England, South Coast.—Miscellaneous Regulations, including 
a prohibited area for anchoring and trawling between Birling Gap 
and Seaford Head, and prohibited anchorage off Spithead ; and also 
the following :— 

19. Shipping of Amateurs as Crew on Commercial Fishing 
Vessels.—Where it is proved that there is a shortage of bond 
fide fishermen to form the crews of fishing craft provided with 
Board of Agriculture and Fisheries fishing permits, permission 
may be granted to a limited number of approved amateur 
fishermen or yachtsmen enabling them to ship as crew on such 
craft. In cases where this is. required application is to be made 
to the District Inspector of the Board of Agriculture and 
Fisheries (Mr. E. S. Rtussell, Warblington Cottage, Havant). 

(3) Scotland, West Coast.—Loch Linnhe, Loch Aber—Traffic 
Regulations. 

The London Gazette of 16th July contains the following :— 

6. A series of notices of the Agricultural Wages Board (England and 
Wales) under the Corn Production Act, as follows :— 

Proposals to fix Minimum Rates of Wages for Surrey ; Middlesex 
and Hertfordshire ; Cornwall; Sussex ; Staffordshire ; Yorkshire ; 
Shropshire ; and Hampshire (including the Isle of Wight); and for 
Stockmen, Horsemen and Shepherds in Derbyshire. 

Minimum Rates fixed for Male’ Workmen in Kent ; Warwickshire ; 
Brecon and Radnor; Dorset; Gloucestershire; Somerset ; Hereford- 
shire ; Leicestershire and Rutland; all to come into force on 22nd 
July. 

r ry Order of the Local Government Board altering certain dates 
fixed for the publication of Lists and for making of Claims, &c., under 
the Registration of the People Act, 1918, 


and Approaches— 





Army Council Orders. 


THE FORMALDEHYDE (DEALINGS) ORDER, 1918. 

1. No person shall purchase, sell or make, or take delivery of or 
payment for any Formaldehyde (40 per cent. solution) at any price other 
than £150 per ton delivered free on rail; provided that upon any sale 
of any quantity exceeding ten gallons and not exceeding one el an 
addition of 7d. per lb. may be made; and provided that upon any sale 
ef any quantity exceeding five gallons and not exceeding ten gallons an 
addition of 74d. per lb, may be made; and provided that upon any sale 

five gallons an addition of 8d. per lb. may 


of any quantity not ones: 
be made; and provided further that upon any sale of any quantity less 
than one barrel additional charges may be added to the sale price in 
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respect of carriage and containers, such charges to be limited to an 
expenses actually incurred by the vendor, subject to an addition of 1d. 
per container in the~case of containers holding ion than one-half gallon. 
ince This Order may be cited as the Formaldehyde (Dealings) Order, 


8th July. (Gazette, 16th July. 





Board of Trade Orders. 
THE COAL MINES (WAR WAGE PAYMENT) DIRECTIONS, 1918. 


Whereas by two Orders of the Board of Trade dated respectively 
29th November, 1916, and 22nd February, 1917, Regulation 9a of the 
Defence of the Realm Regulations was applied to all the €oal Mines in 
the United Kingdom. 

And whereas the Board of Trade have power under the said Regula- 
tion to give directions as to the management and user of mines to which 
the said Regulation is applied. 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of their said power, the Board of Trade 
direct that 

(1) The Owner of every coal mine to which the said Regulation is 
applied for the time being shall pay to the Controller of Coal Mines 
the sum of 4s. per ton on all suleable coal sold, delivered or otherwise 
disposed of on or after 30th June, 1918 (excluding coal consumed at 
collieries and workmen's customary allowance coal), and in preparing 
and keeping the accounts of the mine this payment shall be treated 
as an expense of the business. 

(2) In respect of any work performed on or after Wth June, 1918, 
the Owner of every coal mine shall pay for account of the Board of 
Trade to all classes of colliery workers who were before that date with 
the consent of the Controller of Coal Mines in receipt of a war wage 
of 1s. 6d. and 9d. a day respectively, a war wage of 3s. and 1s. 6d. 
a day respectively, as authorized by His Majesty’s Government, and 
shall charge the same to the Board of Trade, and in preparing and 
keeping the accounts of the mine this payment shall not be treated as 
an expense of the business. 

(3) Accounts with reference to the aforesaid payments shall be stated 
and settled on 30th September, 31st December, 31st March, and 30th 
June in every year, and the Controller of Coal Mines shall thereupon 
issue his certificate as to the balance due by or to the Board of Trade, 
and payment shall be made accordingly within seven.days of the date 
of such certificate. 

(4) Failure to obey these directions is a summary offence against the 
Defence of the Realm Regulations. 


5th July. (Gazette, 9th July. 


THE COAL (PIT’S MOUTH) PRICES NO. 2 ORDER, 1918. 


Whereas the Board of Trade are satisfied that special circumstances 
affect all the coal mines in the United Kingdom. 

And whereas the Board of Trade deem it expedient to make further 
exercise of the powers conferred upon them by the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations for the purpose of maintaining and regulating the 
supply of coal, ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred upon them by 
Section 1, Sub-Section 2, of the Price of Coal (Limitation) Act, 1915, 
and by Regulations 2r, 23 and 233 of the Defence of the Realm Regula- 
tions, the Board of Trade hereby order as follows :— 

1. For the standard amount of 4s. fixed by Section 1, Sub-Section 2, 
of the Price of Coal (Limitation) Act, 1915, there shall be substituted 
in the case of mines in the South Wales and Monmouthshire and Forest 
of Dean districts, and in South Staffordshire and East Worcestershire, 
south of a line drawn from Bushbury Station on the London and North 
Western Railway to Streetly Station on the Midland Railway, a 
standard amount of thirteen shillings, and in the case of mines situated 
elsewhere a standard amount of ten shillings and sixpence. 

2. The price at which coal may be sold or offered for sale at the 
pit’s mouth for use in the United Kingdom shall be the price at which 
coal of the same description was sold in similar quantities and under 
similar conditions affecting the sale at the pit’s mouth at the same coal 
mine on the corresponding date (or as near thereto as having regard to 
the course of business may be practicable) in the twelve months ended 
the thirtieth day of June, nineteen hundred and fourteen, increased by 
the amounts mentioned in paragraph 1, and such price shall be both 
the maximum and, unless the Controller of Coal Mines in any particular 
case otherwise orders, the minimum price. The price of all such coal 
despatched from the Colliery on or after the 8th July under any 
existing contract shall be increased accordingly. 

3. Where in consequence of this Order the price paid or to be paid 
by any person to whom coal is or has been sold is increased the price 
paid or to be paid by any person to whom the coal is or has been sold, in 
pursuance of any subsidiary contract shall be increased by the same 
amount, and all contracts for the purchase and sale of coal fhall remain 
in force subject to such modification as aforesaid. 

4. This Order shail come into force on the 8th day of July, 1918, and 


may be cited as the Coal (Pit’s Mouth) Prices No. 2 Order, 1918. 
5th July. [Gazette, 9th July. 
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THE GOLD THREAD ORDER, 1918. 


_1. From and after the date of this Order no person shall without the 
licence of the Board of Trade place any gold lace, gold embroidery or 
gold thread on any garment, hat or-cap which is not a part of the 
uniform of one of His Majesty’s Services or of the dress of an officer 
in the Mercantile Marine. 

2. No person shall without the licence aforesaid use or wear any gold 
lace, gold embroidery or gold thread on any garment, hat or cap which 
is not a part of the uniform of one of His Majesty’s Services or of the 
dress of an officer in the Mercantile Marine unless such lace, embroidery 
or thread was in his possession at the date of this Order: 

3, No a shall without the licence aforesaid buy or sell any gold 
lace, gold embroidery or gold thread except for use-on such uniform 
or dress as aforesaid. 

5. This Order may be cited as the Gold Thread Order, 1918. 

Sth July. (Gazette, 16th July. 





FEES. AND AGENTS’ CHARGES IN RESPECT OF PATENTS, 
DESIGNS AND TRADE MARKS. 


Whereas by a Licence dated 7th day of December, 1915, the Board of 
Trade, in pursuance of the powers conferred upon them by certain Royal 
Proclamations relating to Trading with the Enemy, authorized all persons 
in the United Kingdom or in any part of His Majesty’s Dominions to 
pay any fees necessary for obtaining the grant, registration or renewal 
of Patents, Designs or Trade Marks in an enemy country and to pay 
to énemy agents their charges and expenses in relation to such matters 
and also to pay on behalf of an enemy fees payable in the United 
Kingdom or in His Majesty’s Dominions on applications for the grant, 
registration or renewal of Patents, Designs or Trade Marks and to pay 
the charges and expenses of agents in relation thereto ; 

And whenets the said Licence was amended by a further Licence of 
thie Board of Trade dated 5th September, 1917. 

And whereas it appears to the Board of Trade that such payments 
as aforesaid should no longer be authorized ; 

Now, therefore, the Board of Trade hereby revoke the said Licences 
and give notice that all such payments as aforesaid are from the date 
— prohibited under the Proclamations relating to Trading with the 
cnemy. 


15th July. (Gazette, 16th July. 





HOUSEHOLD COAL DISTRIBUTION ORDER, 1917. 


Maximum Prices or Coat anp Gas CokE—METROPOLITAN FUEL 
DISTRIBUTION AREA. 


1. The maximum prices of coal per ton, shewn in Article 2 of the 
Rules of the 2lst January, 1918 (published in the London Gazette of 
22nd February, 1918), shall be increased by 5s. 6d. 

2. The reduction in the maximum prices of coal per ton, supplied 
for resale to Licensed Coal Retailers or Registered Coal Dealers, set 
out in paragraph 1 of Article 4 of the Rules of the 21st January, 1918, 
shall be increased to 5s. 

3. The maximum tfolley prices-of coal per cwt., set out in Article 6 
of the Rules of the 21st January, 1918, shall be increased by 4d. 

4. The maximum prices of gas coke delivered shall be :— 

Unbroken, 2s. 3d. per cwt., 44s. per ton. 
Broken, 2s. 4d. per owt., 45s. 8d. per ton. 
These increases shall come into force on and from the 8th July, 1918 
and will apply to all coal and gas coke delivered on and from that date 
F Guy CaALTHROP, 
Controller of Coal Mines 
[Gazette, 16th July 





AGRICULTURAL WAGES BOARD (ENGLAND AND -WALES) 
ORDER. 


NOTICE OF AN ORDER PROPOSED TO BE MADE WITH -RESPECT TO THE 
‘* BENEFITS OR ADVANTAGES ”’ MENTIONED IN Section 12 (1) (B) oF THE 
Corn PRopvuction Act, 1917, 

The Agricultural Wages Board (England and Wales), duly established 
and constituted under section 5 (1) of the above Act, and the Regula- 
tions made by the Board of Agriculture and Fisheries, dated the 8th 
November, 1917, hereby give notice as required by the Agricultural 
Wages Regulations, 1918, that they propose to make the following Order 
under the above Act, and the enactments incorporated therein and the 
last-mentioned Regulations (that is to say) :— 

1. The benefits or advantages which may be reckoned as payment 
of wages ir lieu of payment in cash for the purpose of any minimum 
rate of wages for time-work fixed or to be fixed under the above 
Act, are hereby defined to include the provision by an employer 
for a workman employed by him of (a) lodging and (b) food and 
drink (not being intoxicating). 

2. The said Board hereby delegate to each District Wages Com- 
mittee established under the District Wages Committees Regula- 
tions, 1918, so far as regards.the area for which such District 
Wages Committee acts, the powers and duties of the said Board 
under section 12 (1) (b) of the above Act of defining the values at 
which the above-mentioned benefits and advantages are to be reck- 
oned for the purpose aforesaid, but subject to the following condi- 


tions (namely) :— ? 
(i) that in defining the said values each District Wages Com- 
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mittee shall have regard to the current prices or values within 
° their area of the commodities included in the said benefits and 
advantages, and to the normal or average values at which, under 
current contracts for employment in agriculture within their 
area, the said benefits and advantages appear to be reckoned ; 
and 
(ii) that any decision by the District Wages Committee shall 
be reported as soon as may be to the said Board ~in a form pre- 
scribed by them), and that the said Board may vary or annul 
the decision but not so as to affect or prejudice anything done 
or suffered under or by reason of the decision of the District 
Wages Committee before it is varied or annulled. 

3. The said Board hereby authorize each District Wages Com 
mittee to delegate to a sub-committee or to sub-committees thereof, 
subject to the provisions of paragraph 18 of the District Wages Com- 
mittees Regulations, 1918, the above-mentioned powers and duties 
delegated to the District Wages Committee. 


The Agricultural Wages Board, as required by the Regulations, will 
consider any objections to the above Proposed Order which may be 
lodged with them within one month of the date of this notice. All 
objections should be in writing and should be addressed to the Secre- 
tary, the Agricultdtral Wages Board (England and Wales), 80, Pall Mall, 
London, 8.W.1. The objections should state precisely, and so far as 
possible with reasons, what is objected to. 

Dated this sixteenth day of July, 1918. 

Signed by Order of the Wages Board, 
F. PoppLeweELt, 
Secretary. 
Agricultural Wages Board, 
80, Pall Mall, S.W. 1. 


Food Orders. 


THE DRIED FRUITS (RETAIL PRICES) ORDER, 1918. 


1. Retail price.|-<a) A person shall not on or after the 1st July, 1918, 
sell or offer or expose for sale or buy or agree to buy by retail any 
of the varieties of Dried Fruits mentioned in the First Column of the 
Schedule at a price exceeding the price set out against such variety of 
fruit in the Second Column of the Schedule. 

(6) A person shall not on or after the 1st July, 1918, sell by retail 
any mixture of dried fruits, of which amy of the varieties of dried 
fruits mentioned in the Schedule forms a part, at a price exceeding 
the price applicable under sub-clause (a) hereof, ascertained by refer- 
ence to the proportiongof such dried fruits contained in the mixture, 
and upon the basis that the maximum price of any dried fruit contained 
In such mixture and not mentioned in the Schedule is a price at the rate 
fixed in respect of Figs. 

7. Title.}—This Order may he cited as the Dried Fruits (Retail Prices) 
Order, 1918. 

25th June. 

The Schedule. 


First Column. Second Column. 


Variety. Per lb. 
Dried Pears ... sui ae ‘ee + tas 1s. 4d. 
Dried Apricots fas ~A = bal sod is. 4d. 
Valencias sie fos on aa em ta ls. 2d. 
Muscatels = 5 ve sod ‘Za me Is. 2d. 
Sultanas Ae me “at ae bt = ls. 2d. 
Any other variety of Raisins a — is is, 2d. 
Currants on ae eb “a oa a is. 2d. 
Dried Plums and Prunes ... ade ms we is. 2d. 
Dried Peaches or Nectarines % +. i ls. 2d. 
Apple Rings ... e- “i he ee Se 1s. Od. 
Dried Apples ... de ah? aes ies ee: 
Figs sé ya et on = whe as Os. 8d. 


ORDER CONFERRING CERTAIN POWERS ON INSPECTORS OF 
WEIGHTS AND MPASURES AND AUTHORIZING. THEM TO 
PROSHCUTE OFFENCES BERORE COURTS OF SUMMARY 
JURISDICTION. ; 

Authorization. 


The Food Controller hereby authorizes every Inspector of Weights and 
Measures and Deputy Inspector of Weights and Measures and every 
other person performing the duties of an Inspector of Weights and 
Measures to prosecute any offence against the Defence of the Realm 
Regulations occasioned by any breach of the Bread Order, 1918. 


th June. 


THE SUGAR (BREWERS RESTRICTION) ORDER, 1918. 


_1. Restriction.1—Except under and in accordance with the terms of a 
licence in writing granted by or under the authority of the Food Con 
troller a person shall not on or after the 1st July, 1918, sell or offer to 
sell or deliver to a Brewer for sale, and a Brewer for sale shall not buy 
or offer to buy or take delivery of any article mentioned in Clausg 1 
of the Sugar Gowan Restriction) Order, 1917 Cante, p. 164]. 
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2. Interpretation.)—-For the purposes of this Order the expression 
Brewer for sale shall havé the same meaning as in the Customs and 
Revenue Act, 1885. ; 

4, Title.J—This Order may be cited as The Sugar (Brewers Restric- 
tion) Order, 1918. 

27th June. 





THE CANNED CONDENSED MILK (RETAIL PRICES) ORDER, 
1918. 

1. Maximum retail prices.}—(a) On and after the 28th July, 1918, no 
canned condensed milk may be sold by retail at a price exceeding the 
maximum prices for the time being applicable under this Order. 

(b) The maximum prices applicable on a sale by retail of canned con- 
densed milk shall be such prices as may from time to time be prescribed 
by the Food Controller by notice under ‘this Order, and shall until 
further notice be the prices set out in the Schedule. 

5. Title and extent of Order.j—{a) This Order may be cited as the 
Canned Condensed Milk (Retail Prices) Order, 1918. 

(b) This Order shall not apply to dreland. 

27th June. 

The Schedule. 
CANNED CONDENSED MILK, 

A wprice at the rate of 
1s. 24d. per 14 oz. nett. 

ll4d. per 16 oz. nett. 

lidd. per 12 oz. nett. 

is. ld. per 16 oz. gross. 


Kind. 
Full Cream (Sweetened) 
(Evaporated) 
(Unsweetened) 
Skimmed ‘ 


” 


Machine 





SPIRITS (PRICES AND DESCRIPTION) ORDER, 1918. 
Direction. 

In exercise of the powers oepes upon hin by the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations and of all other powers enabling him in that behalf 
the Food Controller hereby directs that the mes of Clause 7 of 
the Spirits (Prices and Description) Order, 1918 Lante, p. 555], shall 
be postponed until further notice. 

27th Teas: 


BUTTER (DISTRIBUTION) ORDER, 1917 (ante, p. 1241. 
Directions. 

In exercise of the powers reserved to him by the above Order and 
of all other powers enabling him in that behalf the Food Controller 
hereby directs as follows :— E 

i, Except on the occasion of a Sale by retail no Government Butter 
released for distribution under the Butter Distribution Scheme on or 
after the 24th June, 1918, shall, until further notice, be sold at prices 
exceeding the following :— 

(a) for butter delivered in rolls, bricks, prints or pats of 1 Jb. in 
weight or less, & price at the rate of 2s, 14d. per ib. 

(4) for butter delivered otherwise, a price at the rate of 2s, 1d. 
per Ib. 

2. No Government Butter released for distribution under the Butter 
Distribution Scheme on or after June 24th, 1918, shall until further 
notice be sold by retail at a price exceeding the rate of 2s. 4d. per lb. 

22nd June. 


General Licences, dated 28th June, have been isstied under the fol- 
lowing Orders : 

The Potatoes (Registration of Wholesale Dealers) Order, 1918, as 
amended by an Order of the Food Controller dated 6th, June, 1918. 

The Home Melt Tallow and Grease (Requisition) Order, 1918; the 





Raw Beef and Raw Mutton Fat (Licensing of Purchases) Order, 1b.~ 
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Application for Exemption. 


The following regulation has been made by the Local Government 
Board :—‘‘ The provisions of paragraph (b) of regulation 14 (1) of the 
Military Service Regulations, 1918, shall not operate to save or revive 
any right which would not have existed on lst May) 1918, if the Military 
Service Regulations, 1918, had not been made.”’ 

The object is to make it clear that the regulation 14 (1) (b) of R. 185 
does not confer any new right as regards men in whose case, before 
2nd May, 1918, any gees of applying for exemption had been exhausted, 
or, if such rights had not been exercised, had ceased to exist through 
lapse of time or for any other reason. A late application may, under 
proviso (c) to regulation 26, be made only if the consent of the Ministry 
of National Service has previously been obtained. 


Licences for Metal Traders. 


The President of the Board of Trade has appointed-Mr. C. A. Russell, 
K.C., to be an additional member of the committee appointed on 26th 
February to examine applications for licences under the Non-Ferrous 
Metal Industry Act, 1918, and to report to the Board of Trade on them. 

The President has appointed the Seeing to be a committee to hear 
applications under Rule 6 of the Non-Ferrous Metal Rules, 1918, made 
by the Board of Trade under section 6 of the Non-Ferrous Metal Industry 
Act, 1918 :— 

Sir Dudley Stewart-Smith, K.C. (chairman), Mr. C. A. Russell, 
K.C,, Sir Harold Elverston, M.P., Mr. H. J. Mackinder, M.P. 
Sir Ernest Hiley, K.B.F. (Federation of British Industries), an 
Mr. Edward Manville (Association of Chambers of Commerce), 

The secretary to the committee is -Mr. C. Roland Woods, Board of 
Trade, Gwydyr House, Whitehall, London, S8.W. 1. 


Societies. 


The Law Society. 
ANNUAL MEETING.. 


_ The annual meeting of the Law Society was held at the Societ?’s Hall, 
Chancery Lane, on Friday, the 12th inst., the President, Mr. Samuel 
Garrett (London), taking the chair. Among those present were the 
Vice-President, *Mr. Richard Alfred Pinsent (Birmingham), Mr. Al- 
fred John Morton Ball (Stroud, Gloucestershire), *Mr. Charles Edward 
Barry (Bristol), *Mr. Harry Rowsell Blaker (Henley-on-Thames), Mr. 
John James Dumville Botterell, Mr. John Wreford* Budd, Mr. Alfred 
Henry Coley (Birmingham), Mr. Cecil Allen Coward, Sir Homewood 
Crawford, Mr. Alfred Davenport, Mr. Weeden Dawes, Mr. Robert 
William Dibdin, *Mr. Thomas Eggar (Brighton), Mr. Walter Henry 
Foster, Mr. Herbert Gibson, Mr. Charles Goddard, Mr. John Roger 
Burrow Gregory, Sir William Hargeaves Leese, Bart., The Hon. Robert 
Henry Lyttelton, Mr. Philip Hubert Martineau, Mr. Robert Chancellor 
Nesbitt, Mr. Alexander Paris (Southampton), Mr. Arthur Copson Peake 
Leeds), Mr. Ralegh Buller Phillpotts, Sir Albert Kaye Rollit, LL.D., 
.C.L., Litt.D., Mr. William Arthur Sharpe, Mr. Richard Stephens 
Taylor, Sir Walter Trower, Mr. William Melmoth Walters, *Mr. Norris 
Alfred Ernest Way (Chester), *Mr. William Arthur Weightman (Liver- 
pool), and Mr. William Howard Winterbotham (members of the Coun- 
cil), and Mr. E. R. Cook, Secretary. 
*Denotes an extraordinary member. 
Tue Rovat Strver Wepprina. 


The Prestpent said that before proceeding to the business of the 
meeting he would like to refer to a matter in which they were all in- 
terested. They all knew that the King and Queen were celebrating their 
silver wedding, and the Council thought it would be right and proper 
and consonant with the feeling of the meeting and of the profession that 
they should pass a resolution of respectful greeting and congratulation 
to them upon the occasion. The German general who said that the test 
of the contest in which we were now engaged was a test of the nerves 
as much as a test of armed men, for once spoke the truth, and to no 
one more than their Majesties did we owe it that this country had 
maintained its nerve and its will power through these terrible and 
strenuous times. And he thought that the nation felt that we were en- 
tirely at one with our King and Queen; they understood us, we under- 
stood ‘them. He was sure it would be agreeable to the meeting to pass 
with acclamation a resolution which had been frathed, which was as 
follows : ‘‘ At the annual general meeting of the Law Society, held 
at the Law Society’s Hall, Chancery Lane, on Friday, the 12th July, 
1918, it was resolved unanimously that the President, Vice-President 
and members of the Law Society in general meeting assembled desire, 
as representing the solicitors’ branch of the legal profession, to tender 
to their Majesties, the King and Queen, their most loyal and .respectful 
congratulations and good wishes on. the occasion of the 25th anniver- 
sary of their wedding. The meeting, conscious as it is of the dee 
interest which has always been shown by their Majesties in the wel- 
fare of their subjects, desires especially to acknowledge its appreciation 
of the readiness of their Majesties, not only cheerfully to bear their 
own full share of the burdens imposed by the present war, but also at 
all times and on yll occasions to do what lies within their power to 


The Vice-President seconded the motion. He said that, whilst they 
profoundly regretted that this anniversary was not falling in happier 
days, when it could have been celebrated amongst the country’s re- 
joicings, they were glad of this opportunity of expressing their unchang- 
ing loyalty to their Majesties, their sincere appreciation of their deep 
sympathy with the people, and their hope that they might be spared 
— the war to spend many years of happiness among their beloved 
people. 

The motion was carried with acclamation. 


ADDRESS TO THE FRENCH NATION. 


The Prestpenr said that there was one other matter not on the 
agenda to which he would like to refer—namely, the address from the 
Council to the French nation, which appeared in the Times of that day. 
That was approved by the Minister of Information, at whose instance 
the Council comemshel ii and, as that was France’s ‘day, he thought 
the meeting would be glad to have their. attention drawn to the fact. 
That had been received with great welcome by the Ministry. 


PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT. 


The Prestpent said that Mr. Richard Alfred Pinsent (Birmingham) 
had been proposed as President and Mr. William Arthur Sharpe as 
Vice-President, and, as there were no other candidates, he declared 
them duly elected. 

The Vice-Prestpent and Mr. SHaRpe returned thanks. 

VACANCIES ON COUNCIL. 


The PRESIDENT said there were 14 vacancies on the Council and 15 
nominations had been received. Mr. Charles Gibbons May had now 
withdrawn his candidature, and, he declared the remaining candidates 
elected, as follows :—*Mr. John Wreford Budd, The Right Hon. Sir 
William James Bull, M.P., P.C., *Mr. Cecil Allen Coward, *Mr. Weeden 
Dawes, +Mr. Hubert Arthur Dowson (Nottingham), “Mr. Walter 
Henry Foster, tMr. Thomas Musgrave Francis (Cambridge), *The 
Hon. Robert Henry Lyttelton, The Right Hon. Sir Donald Maclean, 
K.B.E., M.P., P.C., *tMr. Joseph Farmer Milne (Manchester), *+Mr. 
Alexander Paris (Southampton), *Sir Albert Kaye Rollit, DL.D., 
D.C.L., Litt.D., *Mr. Robert Mills Welsford, and *Mr. William Howard 
Winterbotham. ‘ 

*Candidates marked thus * are retiring members of the Council. 


+ Candidates marked thus t are proposed in accordance with the scheme 
of nomination of the Associated Provincial Law Societies pursuant to 
the resolution of the Society relating to country vacancies, adopted on 


5th July, 1907. 


AUDITORS, 


The Prestpent declared the auditors elected as follows :—Mr. John 
Stephens Chappelow, F.C.A., Mr. Percy Willis P@ssell, and Mr. Albert 
Edward Scorer. 


INCOME AND EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT. 


Sir Watter Trower (London), Chairman of the Finance Committee, 
moved the adoption of the income and expenditure account for the 
year ending 3lst December, 1917. He said that the Society was again 
faced with a deficit of £1,605 12s. 7d. on the two accounts, the Society’s 
account and the articled clerks’ account, and he would remind the 
meeting that, as the seed time was scanty, so it would be many years 
before the Society again attained prosperity, and that they had to face 
increasing taxation and increasing prices. But there was one encourag- 
ing sign for them to which he would call attention. Although the 
number of practising solicitors was reduced by 3,002, the number of 
members of the Society showed a falling off of only 461, as compared 
with the number of members of January, 1914. He would urge every 
member of the profession in London to come into the Society and help 
it, and he hoped that the provincial societies would continue that aid 
which had been so efficient in the past. He asked the members to 
follow closely the figures he was about to put before them, because he 
ventured to think that the Society at large should enter into and _ap- 
preciate the difficulties with which the Council had to contend. Last 
year he had compared the receipts and expenditure of 1913 with 1916, 
this. year he proposed to tell them that, as compared with the receipts 
and expenditure for 1913, the three years 1915, 1916, and 1917 shewed 
in the aggregate the following figures. The reduction in the receipts 
aggregated as follows::—On the Society’s account, £9,675 3s. 10d. ; 
on the articled clerks’ account; £26,709 9s. 7d., making a total of 
£36,384 13s. 5d.,ewhich was made up principally as follows :—Sub- 
scriptions of members, £3,292 16s., subscriptions of clerks to library 
and registry fees, £1,010 Os. 6d.; registrar’s certificates, £1,817; fees 
on admission, £5,280; subscriptions to law lectures, £1,810 11s. 3d.; 
examination fees, £25,003 10s. To meet this the Council had reduced 
the expenditure by £32,258 18s., made up mainly as follows :—Law and 
Parliamentary expenses, £5,722 1s. 10d.; printing and _ stationery, 
£1,620 3s. 8d.; entertainments, Council luncheons, £3,257 16s. 7d. ; de- 
preciations on buildings, etc., and repairs, £10,956 2s. 8d.; library, 
purchase of books, £1,109\17s. 10d. ; fees to tutors, assistant examiners, 
grants to provincial law societies and studentship payments, £12,002 
16s. 10d. It would be seen that the receipts were largely affected by 
the war. 

' Sontctrons ANp CLERKS wirH THE Forces. 


There were now sérving with the colours 3,116 solicitors and 1,429 
articled clerks, making together 4,545. Five hundred and one solicitors 





relieve and lighten’those of all their subjects.” 


and 306 articled clerks, together 807, had died on service. He was 
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they - wnable to give the figures of those who had returned disabled, nor was 





ot he able to give the number of other solicitors’ clerks who were serving 
hang- or had fallen, but they amounted to many thousands—between 60 and 
deep ® per cent., he estimated, of the. whole. He was also unable to tell 
sared the meeting the amount which was voluntarily being given by members 
all of the profession to their partners and clerks who were on active service. 
Those contributions, which ought to fall on the State, did, in fact, in 
“many. instances absorb the greater part of the professional income of 
the firms who gave them, and as each partner or clerk was taken, not only 
were his services lost, but a contribution had to be made to his de- 
. the ndents, and if any more men were called up the state of affairs would 
1 the : oome very serious and would affect not only solicitors themselves 
day. and their clients, but the collection of State revenue and the due ad- 
ance ministration of justice. 

went Lxcat Epvucarion. 

-_ The meeting would have observed the large aggregate deficit i: 
the income of the Society available for legal education, but he wished 
to say that, come what “might, they intended to carry on their school 

1am) of law until such time as it was merged in a National School of Law. 

P as Such a school had been the dream of Lord Chancellors during the past 


ared and present centuries.» Dreams did not often come true, but if they 
should be fulfilled in this case it would be owing to the efforts.on the 
part of the Law Society. He was sure that the Council would be 
backed by every member of the Society, both in London and in the 
provinces, in their resolution to maintain their school of law. As he 


| 15 had given the meeting statistics of those who were serving with the 
how forces and those who had fallen, he could not refrain from reférring 
ates to their heroic lives and deaths—the glory and the grief, grief for 
Sir those we had lost and loved, sympathy for the bereaved and every 
den practical help in our power, for it must be said that the dependents 
lter of those who had died for their country were not left uncared and 
The uiprovided for. And then the glory. Solicitors. were proud of 
"7, their profession. They left their homes, they left their call- 
Mr. ing, and went into the great adventure willingly. They gave 
D., themselves willingly for their King and country. Their graves 
ard were scattered in many lands, and, as had been said, they lined 

the path to victory. But it was not only the simple cross 


which marked the graves of those who had fallen; their memorials 
were the scenes of their exploits, the wide earth, the broad sea and 


me ; 
nt the canopied vault of heaven. In the great adventure they had crossed 
pe the narrow stream and mustered on the other side, and those who re- 

mained loved to think of them still as one community with themselves. 


Surely theirs was no mute appeal. Surely their voices could be heard 

calling upon those who remained to carry on with the same nobility 

ae om ‘of purpose and the same splendid unflinching courage and tenacity of 

er will till the victory which was assured was accomplished. He moved 
the adoption of the accounts. 

Mr. Cuartes Gopparp (London), a member of the Council, seconded 

the motion. He said that the thanks of the Council as well as of the 

general body of members were due to Sir Walter Trower for the time 


ee, 
he and attention he devoted to the preparation of the accounts. 

in The motion was adopted. 

- ANNUAL Report. 

a The PRrestpenT said that the year which had elapsed since the last 
rs . ’ : rnd . 8 

oa annual meeting of the Society had been a year of crisis and stress, 
2 which had tested our fibre as a nation and as individuals. 

ge 

ne SoLiciToRS AND THE WAR. 

of The figures given in the report of the Council showed that solicitors 
d and their articled clerks and theif salaried clerks had, in common with 
y the rest of the community, shown by their action their readiness to 
ip sacrifice their ease, their comfort and their personal happiness in order 


d to secure for posterity the liberties which we had inherited from our 
0 ancestors. The vast majority of those of the profession who had joined 
the forces had done so as volunteers, and when conscription was re- 
) sorted to, the Council, with the approval of the profession, had resisted 
it the pressure which some endeavoured to exert upon them to apply for 
a general exemption for solicitors and their skilled staffs. It was only 
s when their numbers had become so depleted that it was becoming a 
d . pry impossibility to do the work which had to be done if the 
ife of the country was to continue, that the Council applied for -ani 
ultimately succeeded in obtaining the instruction 57. That instruction 
recognized the fact that solicitors’ work was a vital industry, and that 
a staff sufficient to carry it on must be left; and it gave to every solicitor 
; and skilled clerk the right to shew, if he could, that his work in civil 
3 life as a member of his profession was such that, in the national 
interests, hé ought not-to be taken away from it. That was as far as 
the Council thought it right to go, and, as he believed, as far as the pro- 
fession wished them to go. When the war was over we should have the 
satisfaction of knowing that the profession, with its ‘clerks, had sup- 
plied not much short of two divisions of the British Army, and that no 
class of the community and no profession had made greater sacrifices 

than they had made ‘to the common cause of freedom and justice. 

OrriciaLIsM. 

If. the part of the profession in the war had not been unimportant, 
their part when peace came would not be less important. During the 
War they had necessarily lived, and were still living, under the hee] of 
an autocratic and largely irresponsible bureaucracy. War could not be 
| Carried on on any other terms, and it was our duty as good citizens to 
accept as cheerfully as might be that state of things, just as we ac- 
b Cepted war bread and other indigestible items. They in the profession 
Were brought largely into contact, on behalf of their clients, with the 
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Government officials who gave effect to the Defence of the Realm 
regulations and the otlrer regulations which governed our daily lives. 
As far as he was concerned, that experience had greatly strengthened 
his dislike and distrust of what the late Mr. Godden, a former President 
of the Society, christened ‘ officialism,’’ and it had impressed him with 
a sense of the duty which specially lay on the legal profession to see to it 
that the shackles of officialism necessary during the war were, as soon 
as possible, loosened when peace returned. He fully recognised the 
devotion to duty of the gentlemen who had in their hands the adminis- 
tration of the regulations. Personally, he believed them to be in 
every way estimable members of society, but when they got into their 
official chairs they suffered from an ineradicable and constitutional 
inability to remember that they were the servants and not the masters 
oi the public; and their irresponsibility, and the absence of any sense 
o1 their part that their livelihood depended on their efficiency, rendered 
their methods extremely irksome, to use no stronger word, to those 
brought into contact with them. There were not wanting signs in some 
quarters of an inclination to continue, and even in some respects to 
extend, after the war the system of bureaucratic control to which he 
had referred. That in some matters it must be continued for a time 
was certain. That fact increased the danger of the situation.: A 
system which was necessarily continued ‘temporarily would have a 
tendency to become permanent unless carefully watched. It was the 
special business of the profession to watch it, and to keep the public 
informed of any attempts or tendencies which might manifest them. 
selves towards the perpetuation of a thraldom which was entirely 
foreign to our national character and traditions. They of the profes- 
sion had special opportunities of doing so, and he trusted that those 
opportunities would be used. They had one such. opportunity recently, 
when a committee appointed by the Board of Trade on the Companies 
Acts asked the opinion of the council and other. public bodies on a 
series of questions, many of which suggested a continuance or extension 
after the war of restrictions imposed during the war. He was glad to 
say that the council answered the questions in a way which indicated 
their distrust and disapproval of any such official interference in busi- 
ness affairs as was suggested, exgept in a few cases of very special 
and urgent reasons, and he had no doubt that their two representatives 
who appeared as witnesses before the committee, their new president 
and Mr. Budd, maintained that attitude. It was their solemn duty to 
see that after the war the liberties of the subject were restored as far 
as was possible and as soon as possible. He was convinced that there 
was a real danger from attempts to perpetuate the bureaucratic system 
which had necessarily arisen during the war. If would be their business 
to expose those attempts to the public whenever they came under their 
notice. He was glad to see that some of the leaders of the Labour 
Party were alive to the danger. Lawyers had always in our history 
been foremost among the protectors of popular liberty. Let them main. 
tain that character in the-times that were before us. 


MEMBERSHIP OF THE SOCIETY. 


The report of the council referred to several matters of considerable 
interest to the Society and the profession. The membership of the 
Society for the first time since the war showed an increase over the 
previous year. This was the result of a very satisfactory response to 
an appeal which the Council had authorised him to send out to 
members of the profession who had-not joined the Society. The work 
of the Council on behalf of the Society was in these times very 
laborious, and it was largely work by which all members of the pro- 
fession. whether members of the Society or not, benefited. It was 
only fair, therefore, that all members of the profession should support 
the Society by joining it and paying the very moderate subscription 
which membership involved. Though the response to his circular was 
satisfactory, there were still a large number of gentlemen in the profes- 
sion who had not joined the Society, and he hoped that if his remarks 
should reach them, they would consider seriously whether it was not 
their duty to their profession to support and become members of the 
Society. The attempt of the Treasury through the Minister of Shipping 
to deprive the solicitors acting for the managers of merchant ships 
controlled by the Government of part of their authorised charges done 
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in connection with the ships was a specimen of official conduct as to 
which he had just animadverted. When business arose in connection 
with such ships it required to be dealt with promptly, and the managers 
were requested by the Ministry of Shipping to employ their own 
solicitors to do the work, but it was intimated that, at a later stage, 
the business would be taken over by the Treasury solicitor, unless the 
solicitors originally instructed would allow agency to that official. The 
work was ex hypothesi in no way sent or influenced to the solicitors by 
the Treasury solicitor. It was brought to them by their own clients 
There was not the slightest excuse or justification for the suggested 
demand that agency should be paid to the Treasury solicitor upon it. 


The matter was taken up vigorously by the Council and the principal 


firms engaged in work of the character in question, both in London | 


and in Liverpool, and Glasgow and other ports were consulted. A 
strong protest was addressed to the Ministry of Shipping who, while 
maintaining their attitude, offered to receive a deputation. The offer 
was accepted, and the Minister was invited in December last to name 
a day. The day had never been named. It was to be hoped- that this 
meant that the suggestion had been dro yped. If not, he thought he 
could say that no firm of standing would accept business on the terms 
suggested, and that a strenuous opposition on the part of the Council 
to the course proposed would be maintained. These were not times 
when solicitors could properly be called upon to give up to officials 
part of their legitimate charges. 
MINISTRY OF JUSTICE. 

Another matter to which he attributed great importance was the 
proposal to institute a Ministry of Justice. It could be said with 
perfect truth that the resolution which was passed at the general 
meeting of January last had already borne fruit to an extent which was 
encouraging and gratifying to the Council, at whose instance the resolu- 
tion was passed. There was nothing new in the proposal. He believed 
it was first made by Bentham nearly a hundred years ago. Since that 
date it had been raised from time to time by eminent lawyers—always 
he thought with approval—but always as a more or less academical 
question. Never had anything practical been proposed until now. It 
had been given to the Society to put the proposal forward as a matter 
of practical business for the first time, and having taken that step, he 
was sure that the Society would continue to press the proposal to a 
practical conclusion. The progress hitherto made was most encouraging. 
Not only had the matter been discussed in the Press and in periodica! 
literature and by members of Parliament, but a Government committee 
was considering the proposal, and when that Committee had reported, 
he was sanguine that a new Parliament, inspired by fresh hopes ana 
ideals, would take the proposal up seriously. They had not yet enlistea 
the active support of the Bar, though he had had many private letters 
from friends in that branch of the profession enthusiastically ‘sup- 


porting the proposal, and they had had a very friendly and interesting | 


This | 


discussion with a Committee of the General Council of the Bar. 
discussion took place in April. He was anxious, if he could, to repor. 
to the meeting the decision at which the Bar Council had arrived. In 
answer, however, to a recent mquiry, the Chairman of the Bar Council 
told him that his Committee had not yet reported and that their 
deliberations were still continuing. They were, therefore, giving the 
matter earnest and serious consideration, and were certainly not dealing 
with it in any undue haste. Their conclusions should be all the more 
valuable. He hoped that the Society would ultimately have the grea. 
benefit of the support of the Bar, but, however that might be, they 
would continue to press their proposal on the public and on the Govern- 
ment. It was idle to conceal from themselves that they had a long 
row to hoe, but they had started to hoe it and they would not desis: 
till they g6t to the end. He had been asked in more than one quarter to 
particularise more definitely the functions to be assigned to the Minister 
of Justice. It seemed to be unnecessary to do this at the present stage 
more than he did in the paper which he read at the January meeting. 


He there made it plain that in his view the Minister should, in the | 
| of doing, and had done them well. ¢ ; 
| Minister of Munitions, every Commander in Chief, every Chief of Staff 


first instance, devote his attention to (1) legal education and professiona: 
organisation, and (2) legal administration and procedure. He also 
suggested a considerable number of other functions, now performed by 
various State departments, which could be collected into one office wit 

great advantage both in economy and efficiency. There, he thought, the 
proposal might be left till the Government Committee had reported. 


What was vital was that the two subjects he had mentioned sheuld be | 


dealt with by an independent Minister, with time at his disposal to 


think them out, and with a Parliamentary position sufficient to enable 

| that it was one of the best military hospitals in the country. 
| typical of women’s work throughout the country. ; 
| summed up in the report of the War Cabinet for 1917 in the following 
| words : 
| country the wheels of industry could not have been kept in motion, nor 
| could our armies have been maintained in the field.” 
| things had produced a revolution in public opinion on the subject 6 


him to give practical effect to his conclusions. 
PROFESSIONAL REMUNERATION, 


A curious demonstration of the medley of which the present legal 
system consisted had been forced upon the hotice of the Council in 
connection with the subject of professional remuneration referred to 


in the report. The Council were minded, as the report stated, to obtain 


for the profession a temporary increment in costs, based on the altered | 
| result that 6,000,000 women had been enfranchised, and the right of 
| women to an extended sphere of work had been generally recognised. 


economic conditions arising from the war, and also to alter permanently 
the basis of their remuneration in many matters in which the charges 
were now regulated by detailed items. They found that, in order to 
cover the whole field, they would have to deal with at least eight 
different authorities as follows :—(t) For costs in the Supreme Court, 
the Rule Committee of the High Court; (2) for costs in the County 
Court, the County Court Rule Committee; (3) for costs in Bankruptcy 


and Winding-up, the Lord Chancellor and the Board of Trade ; (4) for | } 
| number of young women of all classes who were now engaged in wat @ 


costs in conveyancing matters other than in the Land Registry, the Com- 


mittee appointed under the Solicitors’ Remuneration Act; (5) for costs ! 
i 











in the Land Registry, the Lord Chancellor with several other officials, @ 
including a representative of the Board of Agriculture; (6) for costg 
in Lunacy, the Lord Chancellor ; (7) -for costs in Appeals to the House 
af Lords, the House of Lords, by standing orders; (8) for costs jy 
Appeals to the Privy Council, the King, by Order in Council. He wag ~ 
not at all sure that this list was complete. Criminal work, contentions 
Probate work and Divorce work were held by some not to come within 








| the jurisdiction of any of the above authorities, and it might be that 


two or three other authorities should be included in the list. Was it 
possible to conceive a more ridiculous state of affairs? Was it to be 
wondered at that, of all the things that puzzled clients in connection 
with legal business, the most puzzling of all was the bill of costs with 
which they were confronted on the completion of each transaction? 
If any client were so unfortunate as to have business under each of 
the above eight heads, he might receive eight bills of costs, each made 
out under a different principle, each containing charges which would 
not be permissible in the others, and, if he were emboldened to ask for 
an explanation of the authority by which these charges were made, hig 
solicitor would have to refer him to some dogen codes of statutes, rules 
and regulations. And yet we claimed to be a practical people, and there 
were some who still thought that there was no necessity for what he 
had called in January a business manager in legal affairs. This 
reference to costs led him to add to what was stated in the report with 
reference to the war increment of 20 per cent. that, since the report 
was issued, the increment had been applied to County Court work and 
to Bankruptcy and Companies Winding-up. With regard to Divoree, 
there were understood to be difficulties, though he was at a loss to 
understand what they were. It seemed to him clear that the new Rule 
of the Supreme Court, No. 10a of Order 65, covered Divorce costs. But 
some eminent personages seemed to hold that this wae not so, and that in 
regard to Divorce costs some other authority—he had not the least idea 
what or who it was—not one of the eight to which he had already 
referred, must make a Rule if the 20 per cent. increment was to be 
applied. The Council had made representations on this matter to the 


highest authority, and were assured that it was receiving active atten- 


tion. With regard to Conveyancing and other costs governed by the 
Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, the Council had abstained from asking 
for any increment, for several reasons. One was that these were not 
times when it was desirable to add to the cost of dealing with and. 
Any such attempt would be resented by the public, and, as any new 


| Order under the Solicitors’ Remuneration Act would have to lie on 


the table of both Houses of Parliament, that resentment would probably 
find expression in Parliament. Moreover, 90 far as these costs were 
governed by the scale under the General Order, the Council considered 
that the remuneration authorized was sufficient, even in these times; 
and, so far as they were governed by Schedule 2 of the Order—that 
was item charges—those charges were a considerable increase on what 
was allowed before the Act, and they could not with regard to thenf 
plead that they were based on an antiquated and out of date scale of 
remuneration; This view was strongly pressed upon the Council by, 
the present Master of the Rolls, who had been most helpful to them 
throughout the discussions they had had on the subject, and the Council 
thought it wise to acquiesce in his view. 
ADMISSION OF WOMEN. TO THE PROFESSION. ° 


Now, he wished to say a few words on a subject on which there had 
been in the past considerable difference of opinion in the profession, 
reflected in a similar difference of opinion on the Council. He meant 
the question of the admission of women to the profession. It was @ 
question which pressed for solution, and must be dealt with in the 
immediate future. Everything was to be gained by a full and frank 
discussion and’ interchange of views, and he proposed now to express 
his own views on the subject, though he was afraid they not the views 
of the majority of the Council. The political and economic status of 
women had been altered entirely by the war. During the war women 
had done a hundred things which most people thought them incapable 
Every. Prime Minister. every 


since the war had testified that without women’s work the war could 
not have been carried on. Factories were not only staffed by women a 
regards manual labour, but were managed by women. Within half a 
mile of that place where they assembled there was a large military 
hospital of some-600 beds, entirely staffed by women, from the surgeons 
and physicians down to the orderlies. There was hardly a man in the 
place except the patients, and the Army medical authorities had stated 
This was 
The matter was 


“But for the rallying to war service of the women of the 


This state of 


women’s place and work in our social and political system, with the 


In the present crisis of the country’s fate, we were faced with many 
problems—one*of them was what was to become after the war of the 
millions of women who were now engaged in war work of various kinds. 
It was unhappily-true that, owing to the sacrifices of our young man- 
hood in the war, the activities and consolations of domestic life and 
happiness must, by the force of circumstances, be denied to a large 


work. They would be thrown on their own resources, compelled #@ 7% 
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m their own living, without the support and comfort of a husband. 
problem of opening to them avenues of occupation hitherto closed 
them was one which it was the duty of each one of us, and of every 
ae body amongst us, to consider, and to do our best to solve. 
"What contribution were they of the legal profession prepared to make 
#0 the solution of the problem? Were they to adhere to the position 
Bitherto taken, which offered them less than no help? Were Re not 
nly to lend no help in solving the problem, but were they to continue 
t) say that, so far as they were concerned, they offered an uncom- 
promising opposition to the entry of women into a profession which no 
one ventured to say, adter the experience of the last four years, that 
they were not fitted by natural ability and capacity to practise? He 
/ most sincerely trusted not. *To the solution of this problem ‘he hoped 
and believed that the legal profession would lend a hand by welcoming 
the admission of women to their ranks. As regarded solicitors, adn is- 
“gion to the profession was, as they knew, regulated by statute, and 
“before the war it was decided—rightly, as he thought—that the statute 
Mid not provide for the admission of women. An Act of Parliament was, 
therefore, necessary to give women the right of admission. A Bill for 
this purpose was introduced last session into the House of Lords by 
lord Buckmaster. It passed the House of Lords without opposition, 
Dut no time was found for its discussion in the Commons. 
reintroduced this session in the Lords. i 


It passed its second reading 
without opposition, and its third reading by a large majority. It was 
now awaiting its fate in the Commons. There was not the least doubt 
that, if the Government would find time for its discussion, it would pass 
with practical, if not actual, unanimity. As regarded the attitude of 
the profession to the Bill great progress had been made. Only the 


other day the provincial law society of an. important district in Lan- | 
| lution that the consideration of the question of the admission of women 


m 


cashire passed unanimously a resolution in favour of the Bill. he 
Oouncil of the Law Society had, to his ragret,.by a majority, resolved 
to oppose it, but not on the merits. Its opposition was based on the 
view that so vital a change oughit not to be made in the constitution of 
the profession coring the absence on active service of so many of its 
younger members. If the matter concerned the profession alone there 
would be force in that objection. But the matter concerned the-public, 
» and the public had the right to have it settled. If it should be neces- 
sty to ascertain the views of the members of the Law Society who 
were abroad, machinery existed by means of a poll to do so. He ven- 
tured to say thaitt those whose lives had for the past four years depended 
on the work of women—see the report of the War Cabinet he had 
already quoted—would not be so swayed by old prejudices as to deny 
to women who had thus served them the opportunity of earning an 
honourable livelihood in their own profession after the war. It had 
been to him a matter of great regret that he had been compelled to 
differ from the majority of the Council on this subject. He felt it his 
duty to express his dissent in language as emphatic as was consistent 
with courtesy, and to claim liberty of action in the matter, notwith- 
_Sanding his occupancy of the presidential chair. He was glad to 
acknowledge the generosity of the majority. who differed from him, and 
who accorded him the liberty which he claimed and which he was at 
that moment using. If that liberty had not been granted, he could not 
dave remained in the chair, for the matter was to him not one of 
expediency, but one of principle and of justice and of political necessity. 
He could not think that the continuance on the part of solicitors of an 
attitude of opposition to the admission of women was consistent with 
the dignity of the profession, or would ‘have any other effect_than to 
damage them as a profession in the public estimation. He had had 
occasion; in another connection, to lament the want of touch between 
the public and the profession, and to suggest means by which, in his 
judgment, the sympathy which oughit to exist between solicitors and 
“the public might be restored. Nothing was more calculated to delay. 
if not to prevent, that restoration of sympathy than a continuance on 
their part of a policy which, rightly or wrongly, the public would attri- 
bute to trade-union jealousy. He therefore asked the profession, in 
its own interests, as well as in the interests of justice and public policy, 
to reconsider its position on the matter, and not any longer to maintain 
an attitude which was in opposition to the spirit of the timés, and which 
would be an indication that they alone among the people of the country 
had learnt nothing and had fargetiten nothing during the last four years. 
He asked every member of the profession to consider the matter 
Siously, and to ask himself whether. considering the spirit of the 
times towards the status of women in the industrial world, considering 
the work women had been doing and were doing in connection with the 
War, considering the political mghts women had now obtained, it was 
possible any longer to maintain an opposition to their entrance’ into 4 
profession in which they were already 4argely employed as clerks, and 
of their fitness to practise which no thoughtful person would venture 
‘now to express a doubt. The motion he was moving was that the report 
of the Council be received. A vote for that motion did not necessarily 
involve agreement with every act of the Council recorded in the report. 
He himself, as he had said, differed fundamentally from the action 
of the Counci! on one important point. 


Work or THE CovNcIL. 


7 


Nevertheless, he asked the meeting to receive the report as a record 
of a year’s hard work on the part of the Council in the interest, as they 
Saw it, of the profession. Whether the meeting agreed, or did not 

ee, with every conclusion at which the Council ‘had arrived, he 
eal) on behalf of the Council, that they had worked during tha 

|) anxious year to the best of their ability to fulfil the purpose for which 
a they. were elected, and he therefore asked the meeting to receive the 
-_ 


i, 


+ 


It had been- 


| 





The Vice-PresipENt, in seconding the motion, said he had been much 
struck with the fact that, notwithstanding a very depleted staff, the 
Secretary, Mr. Cook, had been able to carry through the work of the 
Society with the accustomed smoothness and efficiency. ‘The Counci! 
had had to consider the possibility of carrying on the work of the 
Council without the aid of Mr. Oook, who was of military age under 
the new regulations. He was glad that that anxiety, although not 
entirely removed, was very much less, and he hoped that they would 
beable to retain Mr, Cook’s services during the current yeaf. 

ADMISSION OF WOMEN. 


Mr. A. H. Hastie (London) moved as an amendment ‘‘ That the 
report be received and adopted except with regard to the paragraph 
relating to the Solicitors (Qualification of Women) Bill, as follows: 
‘In the month of May, 1917, the Prime Minister, on being asked 
whether the Government would give an opportunity of discussing this 
Bill, replied that, being a Private Bill, the Government could not give 
it facilities. Accordingly it made no progress. A Bill in identical 
terms was introduced by Lord Buckmaster into the House of Lords in 
February, 1918. It passed second reading and was read a third time 
after a division. The Council resolved that the Bill should be opposed, 
and a letter has been addressed to the Prime Minister pointing out 
that the Bill is of a contentious nature and that it would be unfair 
to many young solicitors and articled clerks who are serving their 
country that it should be proceeded with in their absence. The Asso- 
ciated Provincial Law Societies have passed a resolution approving the 
opposition of the Council to the Bill and for the same reason. During 
the year applications have been received from women for admission 
to the Society’s lectures and-classes. The Council have passed a reso- 


to the Society’s lectures and classes be postponed till after the Bill 
now before the House of Commons is disposed of.’’ He said that the 
profession did not exist for its own advantage; it existed for the 
advantage of the public, and if that were not so, it would be abolished 
to-morrow, and very properly. If it was to the advantage of the public 
that women should be solicitors, women would be made solicitors, and 
the real question was whether they would do their work better than men 
had done it, or worse. His own opinion was that any competition 
solicitors had to fear was very small. The admission of women to the 
profession would not bring many into its ranks, nor would those who 
were brought in be likely to succeed. There was not the slightest 
reason to fear competition, but the more reason they had to fear it, the 
less reason there would be for opposing it. They might as well realise 
that if women wanted to be admitted as solicitors, it would come 
about. 

Mr. J. J. Dodp (London) seconded the amendment. He said that 
if it was a good thing for women to become solicitors, they ought to 
be allowed to acquire the knowledge necessary, and therefore they 
ought not to be debarred from attending the lectures and classes of 
the Society. ~“reople generally seemed to agree that legal educa- 
tion was the finest training any person could have. The admission 
of women to the lectures and classes would not do any harm; it would 
not commit the Society to carrying Lord Buckmaster’s Bill into law. 
That could be dealt with by Parliament. He did not belieye that 
many women would qualify. but if they did the profession ought not 
to stand in their way. 

Mr. E. A. Bett (London) supported the amendment, but not upon 
the lines suggested hy its mover. He urged that the principal reason 
why the Bill before Parliament should be supported was that every 
woman had the right to access to the profession, and that if a woman 
was properly trained and was able‘to pass a proper stringent examina- 
tion, the way should not be barred to her. He instanced as a proof 
that women were fitted to take upon themselves the dutieg of solicitors, 
that they were largely employed in the neighbouring Law Courts. 

Mr. W. H. Wrxtersotnam (London), a member of the Council, said 
that, as the President had told the meeting that he did not 
represent the opinion of the majority of tlre Council, he should 
like the meeting to have any misunderstanding as to what 
the position of the Council was. The Council had not passed 
any resolution on the merits of the question. They had _ not 
taken the attitude which had been suggested during the meeting. 
What thev had said was that the Bill was inopportune at a time when a 
great number of the younger members of the profession were away at the 
war, and that they were most chiefly concerned in the matter. The 
admission of women would not affect him personally. The members of 
the Council had said that the matter ought to be postponed until after 
carefully considered at a general meeting of 


not 


the war. when it could ¢ 
the Society, or elsewheré The question was a very large one. It was 
all verv well to talk about submitting it to the solicitor branch of the 


profession, but what had the Bar and the Bench to say about it t. The 
Council did not wish to deal with the matter on any question of prejudice 
—they did not wish to say that there would be undue competition. 
Thev said nothing of the sort. There were many social and econontic 
: in connection with it which must be considered carefully and 
quietly. All the Council had said was that they thought it inopportune 
t> press the Bill at the present time, and he hoped the members of the 
Society would feel that.that was a wise and prudent attitude to take up 


questions 


at the present moment. 

Mr. H. Hanxrnson (Northampton) said 
up the question of the admission of women rofe 
admission of women to the lectures and classes of the Society. 


it was inconvenient to mix 
to the profession with the 
Members 
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might wish to express their opinion about the lectures and classes with- 
out committing themselves either for or against the Bill. During the last 
three years he had had a large number of women under his direction, 
and he had felt very distinctly the disadvantage of their inexperience. 
If they could have had the opportunity of attending the Society's 
lectures and classes they would have been very much better fitted for 
their work, which would have been an advantage not only to him but to 
the public, and he regretted that the Society, through their Council, had 
not thought fit to allow them to do so. 

Mr. C. 8. Raymonp-BaRKER (London) said he wished to emphasise how 
important it was that they should not deal with this matter in the 
absence of the many young men who had given up their positions and 
gone out to the front. Many of them had, perhaps, passed their inter- 
mediate examination, or were possibly in the position of being about to 
become partners in a firm of solicitors, and it would be most unjust that 
they should find the competition of women against them when they came 
back. They would have sacrificed their time, and would find themselves 
at a great disadvantage. Whether women were to be admitted or not, 
one of the speakers had said, was a question for the public to decide. 
He quite agreed, but it was quite for the solicitors who had 
stayed at home to lead the way in doing any injustice to those who had, 
perhaps, “just got through their articles, and had some period before 
them after coming back to qualify for passing their final examination, 
and who would find others in the profession who were ahead of them. 

Mr. E. O. Stmpson (Leeds) urged that the members in the country 
should have an opportunity of expressing their views in a more effective 
way than was possible at the meeting. It was premature, the Council 
said, to express any opinion at present, owing to the circumstances, but 
that would not prevent the Council from ascertaining what were the 
views of the profession throughout the country on this and other im- 
portant questions relating to the profession adumbrated in the corre 
spondence the Council had had with the provincial Law Societies. 


wrong 


The PREstpent put the amendment for the adoption of the report, 
with the exception of the paragraph relating to the admission of women 


as solicitors, and it was negatived. 


Mr. Dopp moved a further amendment that the portion of the para 
graph in question relating to the admission of women to the lectures and 


classes of the Society should not be accepted. 
Mr. BELL seconded the amendment. 


The amendment was negatived, and the motion for the adoption of the 
report was agreed to. 


The Belgian Lawyers’ Relief Fund. 


The following further donation is gratefully acknowledged : 
Amount previously notified : £989 8 1 
H. W. Richards, Esq. (second donatioi 22 0 
£991 10 1 
Further donations are very urgently needed, and may be sent to 
“The Joint Hon. Treasurers, Belgian Lawyers’ Aid Committee,”’ 
General Buildings, Aldwych, W.C. 2. 


University College. 

The work of the session 1917-18 in the Faculty of Laws at University 
College was brought to a close on Wednesday, 3rd July. The Joseph 
Hume scholarship in Jurisprudence was awarded to Mr. H. A. P. 
Stenning. 

On, the recommendation of the University College (London) Committee, 
the Gladstone Memorial Trustees have awarded a prize of £10 to Mr. 
T. F. T. Phucknett, B.A., for am essay on ‘“‘ The King’s Council in the 
Fifteenth Century,’’ and of £5 to Miss Isobel Thornley, M.A., for an 
essay on “The Origin of Chartered Sanctuaries and the Privilege of 
Sanctuary for Treason.”’ 


The Late Lord Parker. 


At the sitting of the House of Lords on Monday, says the 7'imes, the 
Lord Chancellor, who was accompanied by Lord Haldane, Lord 
Dunedin, Lord Atkinson, Lord Shaw of Dunfermline, Lord Sumner, 
Lord Buckmaster, Lord Parmoor, Lord Wrenbury, and Lord Phillimore, 
paid a tribute to the memory of Lord Parker of Waddington. 

He said :—My Lords, before we proceed to the ordinary business of 
the day, I think that it would be agreeable to the feelings of your lord 
ships if we were to endeavour to express, however inadequately, what 
must be in all our minds with regard to the loss which this House and 
the country have suffered by the death of Lord Parker. It was in 1900 
that I first made his acquaintance. It fell to me as Attorney-General 
at that time to fill up. the post of Equity Junior Counsel to the Treasury. 
Never was it easier to decide who should be appointed, because the 
unanimous opinion of all who knew the profession, and particularly that 
side of the profession, was that Mr. Parker, then an Equity junior, was 
the man for the post. How amply he justified the opinion of the pro 
fession—ever the best judge of the capacity of its members—I need not 
say. He proved himself during his tenure of that post, and during the 
tenure of his office as a judge of the Chancery Division, a master of the 











gregt system of equity. His time as a judge was divided, | think 


nearly equally between the Court of Chancery and this House, and we 
all know what his acute and virile intellect contributed to our deliberg. 
Council. 

fle was not only a great master of law, but he had a most versatile 
intellect, which was put to the supreme test when he was called on to 
preside in the Prize Court. To preside in the Prize Court, having 
regard to the great men who have presided in that Court in times which 
have gone by, was a task that might well have taxed the strongest, 
How admirably Lord Parker did his work there I need not say. I think 
that it is no exaggeration to say that his judgments there have even 
enhanced the reputation of a tribunal which stood so high in the opinion 
of the whole civilized world as it did. One cannot but think of his 
unfailing courage and devotion to duty. He suffered very much from 
weak health, but his mind was never dimmed, and he worked almost up, 
to the last. He has left a memory of which the great profession of the 
law may well be proud. He has ceased from his labours; we are the 
poorer for his absence ; we treasure his example. 

Lord Haldane asked their lordships’ permission to add a few 
sentences, as he was mainly responsible for the statute under which 
Lord Parker was added to that tribunal. Lord Parker combined two 
qualities not often found in combination. He possessed a great mastery 
of dgtail, and added to that was a desire to raise questions to the region 
of principle, of which he had a great command. Lord Parker had in 
him the qualities of a great judge. In addition he had a very strong 
character and a very strong sense of public duty. He felt that this 
nation and the members of its supreme tribunal were alike the poorer 
for the loss from which they were suffering. 


tions here and to the work of the Judicial Committee of the Privy 











France’s Day. 


Messages to France on the occasion of France’s Day have been 
despatched by all the leading societies and institutions in Great Britain, 
including the following :— 

THE Bar Covuncit. 

The General Council of the Bar of England send to their French 
colleagues and to’ the French nation their tribute of admiration and 
sympathy. ‘While the English Bar, taught to love justice, sta 
appalled before the atrocities committed by the common enemy and the 
unheard-of destruction and misery inflicted on your dear country, ib 
has watched with profound admiration the heroism of your Armies and 
the patient dignity with which your people have borne their sufferings 
and sorrows. Rest assured that at last the victorious Allies will, in the 
name of Justice herself, exact due punishment for the crimes committed 
against humanity. ; 

Law Society. 

The Law Society sends to the French nation on France’s Day the 
assurance of its respectful admiration and sympathy. ‘‘ Leges juraque 
servamus’”’ is the motto of the Society. Never in the history of mat- 
kind has so heroic a struggle for law and right against the forces of 
anarchy and oppression been maintained as that which France is at this 
moment maintaining on her own loved and outraged soil. The tenacity, 
the self-sacrifice, and the heroism of France inspire her Allies to similar 
efforts, in which the profession represented by the Law Society is proud 
to bear its part. : 








Obituary. 


Qui ante diem periit, 
Sed miles, sed pro patria. 


nae ee 


Captain Gordon H. Fuller. 


Captain (T.) Gorpow Howarp Futter, Oxford and Bucks L.1., was 
born in 1891, and after being educated at Monckton Combe, near ce 


was articled to his father, Mr. Ernest A. Fuller, solicitor. He qualifi 
as a solicitor shortly after war was declared, and immediately joined 
the East Surrey Regiment, and was sent out to India. Return to 
England at the end of 1916, early in 1917 he was gazetted to the Ox ord 
and Bucks Light Infantry, and thereupon joined his battalion at the 
front, being employed on active service ever since. In the spring of 
this year, in recognition of valuable services, he was given his compay, 
and he dell on 7th June while endeavouring to bring in the wounded, 
being killed by a shell. His colonel, in announcing his death, writes:— 
“Tt is a terrible blow to us all, who knew and respected and loved him 
so well, He was a magnificent officer, whom we shall not easily replace. 
It is almdst unbelievable that his end has come and that we shall neve 
see him again. His one thought was for the regiment and for bis 
soldiers, and I believe they thought there was no one like him. 





Sir Walter Phillimore, late a Lord Justice of the Court of Appeal, has 
taken the title of Baron Phillimore of Shiplake, in the county of Oxford; 
and Sir Ignatius O’Brien, late Lord Chancellor of Ireland, has taken ¥ 
title of Baron Shandon, of the city of Cork. 
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Legal News, 


Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 


Henry Waite, Henry Wuire (the younger), and Hirpert WARREN 
Nasu, solicitors (Bailey, White, & Nash), 19, St. Peter-street, Win- 
sehester, and 73, Leigh-road, Eastleigh, in the county of Southampton. 
June 30. So far as regards the said Henry White, who retires from the 
said firm. 

RecinaALD STORER CHAMBERLAIN, EpwArp WILLIAM JOHNSON (now 
deceased), RicHarp Vincent JOHNSON, and HyaAm Levy, solicitors 
— Johnson, & Levy), 30, Essex-street, Strand, W.C. Feb. 


MATTHEW 


Rees MorGcan and LiewelLLyn Rees MORGAN, solicitors 
WR. P. Morgan « Co.). 14, Orchard-street, Neath, in the county of 
Glamorgan. Dec. 31. So far as foncerns the said Matthew Rees 
Morgan, who retires from the said firm ; the said L le »wellyn Rees Morgan 
® will continue to carry on the said business, under the style or firm of 
RP. Morgan & Co. [Gazette, July 16. 


General. 


In the House of Commons on Tuesday, Sir G. Cave moved that the 
House concur with the House of Lords that’ it is desirable that the 
Criminal Law Amendment Bill and the Sexual Offences Bill be com 
mitted to a Joint Committee of both Houses of Parliament. Mr. King 
moved as an amendment: ‘‘ That it is undesirable at this stage of the 
Session to enter on consideration of a subject which will be better unde or 
taken after women have exercised the franchise at a General Election.’ 


On a division the amendment was rejected by 82 votes against 2. The 
original motion was then agreed to. 
At Old-street Police Court on the 12th inst., says the 7'imes, when 


asked that a summons against Paul Fonteyn, a Belgian, for the alleged 
theft of a diamond pin, should be put back until later in the day to suit 
the convenience of a solicitor, Mr. Clarke Hall, the magistrate, said he 
would not have the criminal law put into motion in that court for the 
fecovery of a civil debt. He had remanded the case last week and sent 
the papers to the Director of Public Prosecutions, who saw no cause for 
action. A letter was written to_the defendant by a firm of solicitors 
treating the matter as a civil debt. Then a warrant was applied for, 
and lastly a summons. Following that he was asked to allow the 
summons to be withdrawn, as the article mentioned had been returned 
The summons was dismissed, 
and when the defence applied for costs fhe magistrate said that the 
defendant had a better remedy in the county court. 

At Stratford Police Court on the 12th inst., Mr. W. Tyler, the chair. 
man of the justices dealing with juvenile cases, said that owing to the 
large increase of crime by children, ~probably caused by their fathers 
being in the Army and unable to give them the necessary training, the 
probation officers of the court had far too many cases to deal with. The 
justices, however, felt under a moral obligation to save the lads as far 
as they possibly could, and they had decided to visit the boys they put 
on probation. 

In the House of Commons on the 17th 
President of the Local Government Board, replying to Sir 8. Roberts, 
said :—The total number of local authorities in England and Wales 
which have intimated to me that houses for the working classes are 
fequired in their areas is 1,103. Owing to the form in which the replies 
of local authorities have been given, it is not possible to state exactly 
how many houses they consider necessary, but the number probably 
’ 


inst., Mr. Hayes Fisher, 








exceeds 300,000. In 510 cases the number of houses required exceeds 
100. 

In eo House of Commons on Tuesday, Mr. Bonar Law, replying to 
Sir E. Carson, said :—It would not now be possible to carry the Imports 


Bill be ies the recess, but it is intended to take it immediately after the 
adjournment. As regards the statement on economic policy which I 
had said would be made at an early date, some aspects of this question 
will be under discussion at the Imperial War Cabinet, and I fear, there- 


fore, that it will not be possible to make the statement before the 
adjournment. ‘ 
In the House of Commons on Tuesday, Sir G. Cave, in answer to 


questions by Mr. R. Lambert concerning the setting up of a committee 
to consider the cases of persons of enemy origin in Government offices 
and the enlargement of the Advisory Committee ‘on the Internment of 
Aliens, said :—These committees have not yet been fully constituted, 
but no time is being lost, and I hope to make an announcement on the 
subject within a few days. As I‘%have already informed the House, the 
Committee dealing with employment in Government offices will consider 
the position of persons who are not the children of natural-born subjects 
ot this country or of an Allied country. The expression ‘‘ enemy 
origin ‘’ will not be used in their appointment. 

time immemorial, says the Times, the Herdwick sheep have 
and let on the Lakeland Fell farms on which they are born. 
land has been sold the sheep have been taken at a valuation, 
tenant pays a rent that includes both fell and 
limatized flock bred for 


From 
been sold 
When the 


and when it is let the 


flock. Under this system the tenant gets an acc 
generations on the hillside, from which they will not strav and on which 
it is exceedingly difficult to get new sheep to settle. The system has 


wing a suitable tenant with small capital to take 
a sheep farm, but there are signs that the old custom is losing its hold. 
With Scales Farm, Lorton, Cockermouth, a holding: of-265 acres, mostly 
fell, there were advertised 105 heaf-going Herdwicks. When, however, 
the farm was offered for sale at Cockermouth it was put up without the 
sheep. The property did not find a purchaser. 

In the House of Commons Sir Richard Cooper asked the Prime Minis- 
ter if it is the rye of any department of the British Government to 
make a record of illegal actions perpetrated or ordered by the com- 
manding officers of pene. forces during the war. with a view to demand- 
ing, at the conclusion of hostilities, that the offenders shall be brought 
to trial ; and can he say if similar provision is made by any of our Allies. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer, in reply, said :—Records of breaches 
by the enemy of the rules of war are kept by the various departments 
primarily concerned, and arrangements for co-ordinating the different 
cases have been made by the Foreign Office. Ihave no precise informa- 
tion as to what is being done by the Allied Governments, but several 
of the latter have published, and continue to publish frém time to time, 
particulars of illegal acts committed by the enemy. 

In the House of Commons, on Wednesday, Lord E. Talbot (Joint Par- 
liamentary Secretary to the Treasury) moved :—-That a Select Committee 
be appointed to take into consideration the report of Mr. Justice Atkin’s 
committee, and matters connected therewith, and to report what pro- 


the advant ige of alle 


vision should be made by Parliament for defining the meaning of the 
phrase ‘‘end of the war’ and other similar phrases occurring in the 
War Emergency Statutes, and for extendi ng in whole or in part or 


shortening the period of operation of the several emergency statutes and 


the several regulations made thereunder: that Mr. Anderson, Mr. 
Brunner, Sir Arthur Fell, Colonel Greig, Mr. Laurence Hardy, Mr. 
Ronald M‘Neill. Mr. Neville, Mr. Charles Roberts, Mr. Walter Roch, 
Captain Allbert Smith, Mr. Gedrge*Terrell, and Mr. George Thorne be 
members of the Select Committee; that the Committee have power to 


the quorum. Mr. 


send for persons, papers, and records; that three be 
a Joint Committee 


Booth moved as an amendment that the Committee be 


of Lords and Commons. Mr. King seconded the amendment. Dr. 
Addison {Minister of Reconstruction) said that as the Committee was 
° ' ae | 
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primarily concerned with the procedure of that House, it was considered 


more desirable that a Select Committee of the House of Commons should 
advise the Government. 

In the House of Commons, on Wednesday, Mr. Bonar Law, in reply 
to Captain G. Lloyd, who asked whether there was any reason for delay 
in carrying out the policy of the Government in regard to commercia 
treaties containing most-favoured-nation clauses, said the Government 
intended to take such steps as were necessary to have their hands free 
when peace came. But the subject was a complicated one, and he 
hoped the House would wait till after the adjournment, when a general 
statement would be made on the whole question. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 
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Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANOBRY. 

London Gazette. —FRIDAY, July 5. 


ALDERSHOT Motor & Tyre Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, 01 or before Ju!y 20. 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
John Brunsdon Rapkins, 10, Wellington pi, Guildford, liquidator. 

BercnH SPinnine Co, Lrp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, 
on or before Sept 12, tosend in their names and addresses, and particulars «1 their 
debts or claims, to John Wiiliam Broadbent, 36, Clegg st, Oldham, liquidator. 

HUBERT FENN, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 10, to send their names 
en and the particulars of their debts or-claims, to Alfred Page, 23, King st 
liquidator. 

T. GoopHEw, Ltp.—Creditors are uired, on or before Aug 1, to send their names and 
address<s, and the pa: ticulars of their debts or claims, to George Pepper, Pier chmbrs, 
Chatham, liquidator, 

JAMES BAILEY & Co, Ltp.—Credito:s are required to send particulars of t eir debts 
or claims due and owing as at May 81, to the Receiver and Manager, Hirold A. 
Sharp, of Sharp, Parsons & Co, 120, Colmore row, Birmingham. 

PRESTATYN WAR FISHING SYNDICATE. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQOIDATION.)}—Creditors are 
required, on or before July 29, to send in tbe r names and address s, a :d particulars 
of their debts or claims, 'o Harold Smith, High st, Prestatyn, liquidator. 

WONDER Pays, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 6, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their d:b‘s or claims, to Mr Frederick King, 
26, Victoria st, liquidator 

THISTLE-EtNA GOLD Mines, LTD.—Creditors are requi ed, on or before Aug 17, to send 
in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr J W 
Clark, 8, Oid Jewry, liquidator 

SoOciETY PERIODICALS, Ltp —Creditors are required, on or befove July 12, to seni their 
names and adresses, ani full particulars of their debts or claims, to George Fred- 
erick Wildash, 75, Coleman st, liquidator 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazelte.—TUESDAY, July 9. 


GLENDENS STEAMSHIP Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 14, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims,to Mr. John 
Francis Lund, 1, Old Ma: ket pl, Whitby, liquidator 

MONOMETER MANUFACTURING Co, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 12, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particu'ars of their debts or claims, to 
H. T, Ledeam and G. G. Poppleton, 26, Corporation st, Birmingham, liquidators, 

JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANOERY. 
London Gazette. —FRiDAyY, July 12. . 

“ AINSDALE” SAILING SHIP Co, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before July 23, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their d>bts or claims, to 
Andrew Hannay, Mersey chambers, Liverpool, liquidator. 

F. CARWARDINE, LTD.—Crediturs are required, on or before Aug 31, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George 
Edgar Corfield, Balfour house, Fiusbury pvmt, liquidator. 

H&LREDALE STEAMSHIP Co, LTD.—Cre iitors are required, on or before Aug 31, to send 
their names and addresses,«nd the particulars of their de‘ts or claims, to William 
Thomas Parkin, “ fernbank,” Chubb Hill rd, Whitby, liquidator. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, July 16. 

IMPERIAL HOTEL (BIRMINGHAM), LTD,—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 27, 
to send in their namesand addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
George Cranmfore Tayior, King s Court, Colmore row, Birmingham, liquidator. 

LEEDS COMMERCIAL LTD. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are. required, 
on or before Aug 10, to send in their names and addresses, and particulars 
of their debts or claims, to W. R. Bell, liquidator 38, Albicn st. Leeds, 

MsgpIOAL WoRLD, Ltp.—Cr.ditors are required, on or before Aug 28, to send ia 
their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to Charles 
Thomas Wilkins, 9, Market Hill, Cambridge, liquidator, 





— 





Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, July 5. 


Beech Spinning Co, Ltd. 
Briton Fishing Co, Ltd. 

Raynes Park Laundry, Ltd. 
British Pneumatic Tool Co, Ltd. 
Wilkin & Co, Ltd. 


British Coke Ovens, Ltd. 
Hamblet's Blue Brick Co, Ltd 
Prestatyn War Fishing Syndicate, Ltd, 
Whitwell & Co, Ltd. 
Shells (Rochdale), Ltd. 
Cozens & Shaw, Ltd. 

London Gazette.—TuEsDAY, July 9. 


Cambridge Autocar Co, Ltd. Cornish Glass Co, Ltd. 
Charlesto#n Mill Co, Ltd. White Violet Laundry Co, Ltd. 
Wonder Plays, Ltd. Heap & Partners (Canada), Ltd. 
New Era Tools and Stampiugs, Ltd: Sunderland Steam Laundry and Carpet 
P:cture Coliseums, Ltd. Beating Co, Ltd. 
Standard Bitumen Co, Ltd. Glendene Steamship Co, Ltd, 

London Gazette.—Fripay, July 12. 
South Liverpool School for Girls, Ltd. Morny Frere, Ltd. 
Burslem Coliseum, Ltd. Neeschindipore Co, Ltd. : 
“ Ainad le” Sailing Ship Co, Ltd. Rate and Taxpayer's Assessment Protection 
Head & Armstrong, Ltd. 
Joh: ston Line Foreign Agency, Ltd. 
Gordon Pottery Co, Ltd. 
Bartley & Co, Ltd. 


Association, Ltd. 
-Helredale Steamship C », Ltd. 
bea ~~ y West Hydraulic Enzineering 
i - . 


London Gazette,—TUESDAY, July 16. 
Detergent Products Co, Ltd. Summers & ons (Tunbridge Wells), Ltd. 
Gresham Underwriting Co, Lt. Wa rington & District Tradesmen's Plate 
Leeds Commercial Club, Ltd. “Glass Insurance Co, Ltd, 
Albany Rooms Co, (Harrogate), Ltd. Richardson Bros, Ltd. 
T. Heyman, Ltd. ‘ Louise Tom!in, Ltd. 
George Beames & Makin, Ltd. 


Winding-up of Enemy Businesses, 


London Gazette.—FRmDAY, July 5. 
ADELPHI HorgeL, Harrogate —Creditors are required, on or before July 20, to send 
by prepaid post, full particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr Walter Durrance, 12 
Duke et, Bradford, controller 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 
London Gazette.—FrRipaY, July'12. 

AXFORD, MARY Frances, Lechlade,Glos Aug10 Morrison & Martin, Swindon 

BAZELY, te Blackheath Aug 23 Church, Adams, Prior & Balmer, 11, Bed- 
ford row 

Berry, WALT#R SAMUEL, Bristol, Boot Factor 
Tayler'& Taylor, Bristo: 

BIRCH, RICHARD CHARLES, West Bridgford, Surgeon Sept 7 Ernest Birch, Southport 

BovVILL, CHARLES HARRY, Battersea Park, Dramatic Author Aug17 Gibson & Weldon,” 
27, Chancery In 

BLACKWELL, ROBERT WINTHROP, Hampstead Aug 20 Ashurst, Morris, Crisp & Qo, 
17, Throgmorton av 

BOCKELMANN, JOHANN PETER Augi2 Stonés, Morris & Stone, 41, Moergate st 

CARTER, WILLIAM, Bradford Aug 31 Banks, Newell, Ellis & Demaine, Bradford 

CATHAGNE, HENRIETTA Rok, Paris, France Aug24 Parker, Garrett & Co, St. Michael's 
Rectory, Cornhill 

CHAPMAN, WALTER HERBERT, Scathport, Butter Merchant Aug 15 Matthew Hall & 
Thomson, Manchester 

Covstns, WILLIAM Henry, CB, Long Ditton, Surrey Aug 25 Andrew Wood, Parves & 
Sutton, 9, Gt James st 

=o FREDERICK, Walthamstow, Carpenter Aug 31 Fraik Build, 146, Bisho»® 

te 


Aug 14 Wansbroughs, Robinsong 


DIGWEED, MARY MrRTILUaA, Westbourne Terraco rd, Bayswater Aug 25 Andrew, Wood 
Purves & Sutton, 9, Gt James st 
EviLu, Revd ALFRED, M A, Ashbourne, Derby 
FESENMEYER, DANIEL FRANCIS, Torquay 
.Manche ter 

FLINDELL, WILLIAM, Stratford, Butcher Augis John Mills, 106, Bishopsgate 

GARNETT, Major HAROLD GWyek, 1, Hamilton pl Aug 5 Henry Holmes, Cardiff 

GAUL DONALD GEORGS FAREBROTHER, Norwich Augi2 E E Blyth, LL D, Norwich 

Gg, THOMAs, Gloucester Aug 24 Bretherton & Sons, Gloucester 

oo ioe GILBERT, Guildford, Hairdresser July 10 Triggs, Turner & Hart, 
ul or. 

GRIEVESON, THOMAS, Torquay Augi2 Morley, Shirreff & Co, 53,Gresham House 

pee, Sees ALFRED, Foxcombe Hill, Berks Sept 12 Morrell, Peel & Gamlen, 
xto 


Aug 12. T H & T Dodd, Preston - 4 
Aug 10 Cobbett, Wheeler & Cobbstt, 


ery peewee, Hyde Park sq Aug i? Busk, Mellor & Norris, 45, Lincola’s 

nn flelds 

Hopeson, CYRIL ARTHUR GODWIN, Shamley Green, nr Guiidford Aug 31 
Shaw & Gillett, 5, Berncra st 

Hom, GEoRGE ANDReW, Leytonstone Aug 1 Cox & Co, Tower Royal 

Huppy, EpMuND JOHN, Tsuuton Aug 15 C P Clarke & Co, Taunton 

Jones, JoHN HUNTER, ChelseaPark gdns Aug 15 Kimbers & Boatman, 79, Lombardst 

K&LLER, HERMANN AUGUSTUS, Manhattan, New York, U SA, Mining Engineer Aug 10 
Slaughter & May, 18, Austin Friars 

LIDDIARD, WILLIAM BEDFORD, Glouc ster pl, Marylebone Aug 9 Winter, Bothamley 

. & Co, 16, Bedford row 
LYLB, Major WILLIAM RYAN, Hillinglon, Middix Aug 26 Clarke, Calkin & Son, %, 


John st, B dford row 

MATrHews, HAROLD JaMus, Holloway rd Aug 31 H B Wedlake Saint & C>, Bank 
chmbrs, Finsbury Park 

MILBANK, Sir POWLETT, CHARLES JOHN, Radnor, Baronet Sept 1 Burch, Whitehead & 
Davidson, 6, Bolton st, Piccadilly 

MITCHELL, GUY SAMUEL, Totley, Derby Aug 24 Nelson, Edd sons & Lupton, Leeds 

MoxXoON, HENRIETTA, Tunbridge Wells Aug 19 Simpson, Rushforth Co, 6, Moor 


Baileys, 
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